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| SMISSAL—APPEAL—A Judg- 


ment of voluntary dismissal 
without prejudice is a final 
judgment and appealable as 
such. 

SMISSAL The court in 
ranting a voluntary dismissal 


jzenerally grant same as a dis- 


nissal without prejudice but 


> Sigaishould impose such terms or 












conditions, such as payment 
of defendant’s expenses, as 
we fair to protect the de- 
fendant’s rights. 


TERROGATORIES WIT- 


* SA\ESSSES —For failure to dis- 
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dose the names of witnesses 


“in response to interrogatories 


the court can apply such sanc- 
tions as are just including re- 
fusal to permit unnamed wit- 
nesses to testify. 
ted from an opinion by 
S.J.A.D., rendered 
1956. Appellate Div. 
y. Central R.R. For ap- 
vant — Samuel A. Larner 
idd, Larner & Kent, attys). 
respondent — Edward J. 
siden (Samuel Cole, atty). 


Defendant appeals from a 
ent of voluntary dismissal 
ed without prejudice and 
‘rout terms other than taxed 
ss on plaintiff’s motion. 
was brought under 
: Federal Employer’s Liability 
for death of plaintiff’s dece- 
Defendant served inter- 
eatories asking how the acci- 
m2 occurred and the names 
jaddresses of all witnesses to 
¢ accident or to any of the 
tr facts or issues involved in 
litigation. Plaintiff answer- 
tha t she did not have suffi- 
nt information or knowledge 
t time to answer these 
tions. There was other dis- 
‘ry proceedings and pretrial 
ference before the matter 
me on for trial but the an- 
ets to interrogatories were 
er amended by plaintiff’s 
fn counsel. When plaintiff’s 
msel sought to place on the 
td witnesses other than 
entiff, defendant objected to 
t testimony because their 
mes had not been furnished 
‘he answers to interrogator- 
The court sustained the ob- 
“on. Plaintiff then moved for 
: Voluntary dismissal which 
granted over defendant’s 
‘tion that it had gone to 
stantial expense to prepare 
‘trial and had 12 witnesses 
ent. Defendant’s counsel a 
that if the motion were to 
ited at all it should be 
’0n condition that all de- 
ant’s expenses be paid by 
= 















To 





Plaintiff 
: is not a final judg- 
“. Since it is not one on the 
““$ and is no bar to future 
, and hence that it is 
appealable. This is without 
“. A judgment of dismissal 
out prejudice is like a judg- 
<t dismissing a complaint for 
to state a cause of action 
ier quashing an indict- 
uch judgments or orders 
“nal in nature. They put an 
‘0 the action involved and 
‘lief, except by appeal under 
F.2:2-1 exists. 

FR. 4:49-1(b) provides that 
“Dt in cases of voluntary dis- 
4. Without order of court, an 
“2 shall not be dismissed at 
“lf’s instance save upon or- 
% the court and upon such 
“3 Or conditions as the court 
2S proper. 

‘der the present practice, as 
“° by R.R. 4:23-12, the obliga- 


argues 


mman+ 


3tiOnNn 












tion is on a parity to amend his 
answers to interrogatories at 
least 10 days before trial where 
he has given previous incom- 
plete answers which require 
amendment to fit the case he 
intends to prove. This applies to 
of witnesses. Plaintiff 
having failed to supply the 
names requested in the original 
answers or by amended answers, 
the court properly denied her 
the right to produce any wit- 
nesses on her behalf. 

Unless it is based on matters 
going to the merits, a dismissal 
should ordinarily be without 
prejudice. The court’s refusal to 
deprive plaintiff of her day in 
court was, under the circum- 
stances, not an abuse of judicial 
discretion. A dismissal with prej- 
udice would have deprived plain- 
tiff of her day in court on the 
merits and been unjust. Howev- 
er, it was equally unjust to make 
defendant stand all the expenses 
which it had been put to by de- 
fendant’s action or inaction. The 
court should have exercised the 
power expressly conferred by 
R.R. 4:42-1(b) to impose such 
terms and conditions as it deems 
proper for the protection of the 
rights of defendant. 


On the basis of information 
received at oral argument, the 
sum of $300 is fixed as the 
amount to be paid by plaintiff as 
a condition of dismissal without 
prejudice. If this is not paid 
within 30 days judgment of in- 
voluntary dismissal may be en- 
tered. 
Modified accordingly. 


Attorneys As Temporary 
Judges Urged By Jurist 


Albany, N. Y. (ACCN)—Auth- 
orization by the legislature of 
attorneys as special temporary 
judges to try negligence cases 
with the consent of both parties, 
thus reducing calendar conges- 
tion, was urged here by a high 
ranking New York judge. 


Charles S. Desmond, senior 
associate judge of the Court of 
Appeals, New York’s highest 
tribunal, advanced this plan at 
a public hearing held by the 
state’s Temporary Commission 
on the Courts to publicize its 
own reform proposal calling for 
a considerable consolidation of 
the state court structure. 

While endorsing the commis- 
sion’s plan, Judge Desmond 
urged that body to get behind 
his own proposal as an emer- 
gency temporary measure, pend- 
adoption of the constitu- 
tional amendment which the 
commission’s scheme _ requires. 
Under Desmond’s plan the tem- 
porary judges would be ‘sualified 
members of the bar, designated 
by the legislature to sit for 
short periods when and where 
needed. 

“This simple _ experiment 
would be inexpensive and could 
be started and stopped as neces- 
sity required. In one form or an- 
other it has been used in Massa- 
chusetts at intervals since 1938, 
and is in use there today,” the 


ing 








Notice 


On and after December 14, 
1956, and until further notice, 
all matrimonial motions for 
Bergen and Passaic Counties 
will be heard every Friday at | 
Administration Building, Pat- | 
erson. 





—_ a 


JUDICIAL CONFERENCE | 


COMMITTEE 
MEETINGS SET 
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The Supreme Court released | (Continued from last week) | bate matters. The court granted 


today the list of delegates to the | 


24. D was arrested on a burg- 


L a 2-week postponement to per- 


Judicial Conference for the year | lary charge and, while in cus-| mit L to acquaint himself with 


1957-58 and also announced its 
appointment of various commit- 
tees of the Conference. This 


Conference is held pursuant to | 


Rule 1:23-1 promulgated by the 
Supreme Court which was 
amended effective this fall so as 


to substantially reorganize the | 
Conference for the purpose of/| financially unable to 
giving it increased vitality and | counsel, and asked that coun- 
to make it a more valuable part| Se! be assigned to him. The 
|court appointed L to represent 


of the judicial system in New 
Jersey. The rule now provides 
that each committee of the 
Conference shall have an open 
meeting at the same time and 
place as the Mid-Winter Meeting 
of the State Bar Association 
which is scheduled this year for 
December 13-15 at 
Berkeley-Carteret 


in Asbury 


Park. The Supreme Court an- | 


nounced that arrangements have 
been made with the State Bar 
Association for the 
on Probation, 
Reconciliation and the Commit- 
tee on Sentencing Problems to 
|hold their meetings on Friday 
evening, December 14th, at eight 
o’clock and for the remaining 
committees to meet on Saturday 
morning, December 15th, at nine 
o’clock. These meetings will af- 


ford the committees an oppor- | 


tunity to discuss the scope of 
their work and to receive sug- 
gestions and comments from 
delegates to the Judicial Confer- 
ence and members 
generally. 


Symposium On 
McCarron-Walters Act 


The subcommittee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, New 
Jersey section of the Federal Bar 
Association, will hold a sympo- 
sium on recent developments 
and changes in procedure in the 
McCarran-Walters Act, on Wed- 
nesday, December 5, 1956 at 8:00 
p.m. at the Post Office Building 
in Newark, N. J., in the U.S. Dis- 
trict Court. Judge Alfred E. Mo- 
darelli will act moderator, 
and Mr. H. L. Hardin, District 
Director of the Immigration & 
Naturalization Service for N. J., 







together with several of his Sec- 
tion Chiefs, w speak at the 
symposium. All members of the 





Committee | 
the Committee on | 


: | years, but his practice had been 
the uote! | limited to real estate and pro- 





| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 





| vacancies occur, new members 
|are selected to keep the mem- 
|bership at 81. Continuous at- 


| sey constitutional problems,” is 


tody, signed a plea of “not | 
guilty” to the indictment charg- | 
ing him with burglary. Asked by 
the court if he had counsel, D} 
replied that he would have on | 
the trial day. On Mar. 5, 1956, 
the day listed for trial, D ap-| 
peared, but without counsel, in- 
forming the court that he was | 
engage | 


D, selecting L’s name from an 
alphabetical list of lawyers in 
the county, under a _ system 
whereby each lawyer, in turn, is 
assigned to represent indigent 
defendants. 

L had been in practice for 3 


| 
| 











Brennan To Address 
Constitutional | 
Convention Ass'n | 


New Brunswick — The newly | 
named Justice of the U. S. Su-| 
preme Court, William J. Bren- | 
nan, Jr., will address the New| 
Jersey State Constitutional Con- 
vention Association’s annual 
meeting at Princeton on Decem- 
ber 8th. 

In announcing Justice Bren- 
nan’s acceptance, the organiza- 
tion’s President, George F. 
Smith, President of Johnson & 
Johnson, stated that Justice 


of the bar/ Brennan, who until his appoint- 
| ment 


recently by President 
Eisenhower was a New Jersey 
State Supreme Court Justice, 
would speak on_ techniques 
which were adopted to improve 
the efficiency of New Jersey’s 
judicial process with consider- 
able emphasis upon the neces- 
sity for continuing those tech- 
niques no matter who may be 
Chief Justice. 

Mr. Smith said that this 
Princeton Inn annual meeting is 
the ninth reunion of the dele- 
gates to the 1947 Constitutional 
Convention. 

The organization, which car- 
ries as its slogan, “dedicated to | 
continuing interest in New Jer- 


comprised of 81 members. As 


Bar and their friends are invited | tention is given to constitutional 


to attend. The committee con- 
sists of I. Arthur Levy, Harold 
Alper and Aristo Dallavalle. 


Bar Assn. Sponsors 
Preventive Law Course 
For Teachers 


More than 100 public school 
teachers and counsellors will do 
an about face when they go 
back to school in the role of 
pupils for a monthly Preventive 
Mayor’s Re- 


he 


Law Course in th 


ception Room, City Hall, Phila- 
delphia. 
Under joint auspices of the 


Philadelphia Board of Education 
and the Philadelphia Bar Asso- 
ciation, the course is designed as 
an instructional aid for teachers 
in guiding Philadelphia’s stu- 
dents in the field of social serv- 
ices and everyday law of special 
significance to minors. Enrolled 
teachers receive credits for the 
“in-service course”, which fea- 
tures panel discussions by ex- 
perts in the legal-sociological 





field. 


| Miscellaneous Provisions; 


| Judiciary; 
| Taxation & Finance. 


| changes and statutes which may 
| augment the initial intentions of 


the drafters of the 1947 State 
Constitution. 

Five permanent standing com- 
mittees function in this regard 


| which were similar to the com- 
| mittees that functioned at the 
| 1947 Constitutional Convention. 


The Committees are: Rights and 
Privileges, Amendments and 
Com- 
mittee on the Legislative; Exec- 
utive, Militia & Civil Rights; 
and Committee on 


Judge Sullivan Named 
Assignment Judge 
In Essex 


Superior Court Judge Mark A. 
Sullivan, Jr., was temporarily | 
designated by the Chief Justice | 





as Assignment Judge for Essex | 
County, effective November 13. | 
The order was made on that | 
date. Judge Sullivan will take, 
over the duties of the late Judge | 
G. Dixon Speakman. 


| train 


| struck by it. 


{recover for 


the case and prepare for trial. 

On Mar. 19, 1956, the case was 
called for trial, and L asked the 
court to delay the trial to per- 
mit L to examine the confes- 
sion he understood D had sign- 
ed. The prosecutor objected, and 
the court refused to permit the 
delay to examine the confession 
before trial, since L would have 
ample opportunity to examine it 
at the trial. 

During the course of the trial, 
L, on a number of occasions, 
failed to object to obviously im- 
proper questions and evidence 
and, at the close of the case, 
made a very weak argument to 
the jury, which manifested his 
inexperience in criminal cases. 

D was convicted and appealed 
the conviction on the ground 
that he had been denied a fair 
trial because of the above cir- 
cumstances. 

Decide the appeal. 

25. (a) Plaintiff’s daughter, 
Mary, in Tulsa, Oklahoma, sent 
plaintiff, her mother, a resident 
of Newark, N. J., a telegram 
stating that the daughter would 
arrive that evening in Newark. 
Defendant telegraph company 
negligently transmitted the wire 
as a “death message”, in which 


form it was delivered to the 
plaintiff. Immediately on re- 
ceipt of the message plaintiff 


became violently ill and entered 
into a state of shock necessita- 
ting prolonged medical treat- 
ment and leaving her in gener- 
ally poor health. Plaintiff sued 
defendant and alleged that de- 
fendant’s negligence in trans- 
mission was the proximate cause 
of the physical illness she suf- 
fered. Defendant moved for 
summary judgment on the basis 
of the above facts. Decide the 
motion. 

(b) Plaintiff, a railroad engi- 
neer, jumped from his engine 
after a steam valve burst and 
flooded the cab with live steam. 
He was hurt by the fall and, 
while lying across the track, was 
terrified by the sight of another 
approaching him. The 
other train was stopped in time 
so that the plaintiff was not 
In a suit against 
the railroad under the Federal 
Employers’ Liability Act, may he 
the shock to his 
nervous system caused by the 
sight of the approaching train? 

26. Foto operated a busy can- 
did picture shop, specializing in 
weddings, and employed 6 pho- 
tographers to fill his orders, pro- 
viding them with special cam- 
eras and flashlight attachments.. 
One of the flashlight attach- 
ments was sent by Foto to Fixer, 
a repairman who specialized in 
such attachment repairs. After 
repairs had been made by Fixer, 
the attachment was returned by 
his delivery boy to Foto’s studio. 
This attachment was affixed to 
a camera thereafter to be used 
by Bert, one of Foto’s photogra- 
phers, to cover the wedding of 
Luv and Dove. At the wedding, 


| Luv requested that the first pic- 


ture be a close-up of him. Bert 
obliged, but when the button 
was pressed, the flashbulb ex- 
ploded and Luv was seriously in- 
jured on his face. 

It was later learned that Fix- 


|er’s workman, in the process of 


repairing the flash attachment, 
had placed the wires on the 
wrong terminals and that this 
was what caused the explosion. 





(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
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SAVINGS AND LOANS — The | of directors. The court below held 


Savings and Loan Act of 1946 


controls the operation and ad- | that jurisdiction was vested ex- 


ministration of Savings and 
Loan Associations 
rights of members thereof; it 
repeals the common law re- 
lating to such associations. 
JURISDICTION SAVINGS 


AND LOANS — The courts | 
have no common law jurisdic- | 


tion remaining to order a 
Savings and Loan Association 
to furnish a member with the 


names and addresses of other | 


members. 
STATUTES — If a change in the 


common law is to be effectua- | 
ted by statute, the legislative | 
intent to do so must be clear | 


and plain. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Wachenfeld, J., rendered Nov. 
13, 1956. Supreme Court. De Fa- 
zio v. Haven Savings & Loan. 
For appellant—Samuel J. David- 
son (De Fazio, Davidson & De 


Fazio, attys). For respondents— | 


Emil W. A. Schumann. 

The issue here is whether the 
Superior Court has jurisdiction 
to order a Savings and Loan As- 
sociation to furnish to one of 
the association members 
mames and addresses of 
other members of the associa- 
tion so that their proxies could 
be solicited to be voted at the 


annual meeting for the election | 
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lotest rate 
per annum 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 

40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 

Philip Klein, President 


a 








and the 


the | 
all | 


ad | 


|it had no such jurisdiction and 


| clusively in the Commissioner of 
Banking and Insurance. Appel- 
lant contends the application is 
within his common law rights 
law 


| 
'and within the common 
| jurisdiction of the court. 


Held: A savings and loan as- 
sociation is not a private busi- 
ness but quasi public. Because of 
their nature, the legislature has 
placed upon certain state offi- 
cers the responsibility of pro- 
| tecting the members of the as- 
sociation and while the court’s 
power is not relinquished en- 
tirely, it is much more restricted 
than in cases dealing with pri- 
| vate corporations. 


The “Savings and Loan Act” 
|of 1946 was a general and broad 
|revision of laws governing such 
associations enacted since 1903. 
|While it does not specifically 
provide for the furnishing of 
lists of members to other mem- 
bers of an association, it does 
provide by RS. 17:12A-100 ap- 
| plications for information to as- 
|sociations and for appeal to the 
Commissioner of Banking and 
Insurance if an association shall 
fail to supply the information 
|applied for. The commissioner 
'ecan order the association to 
supply the information, in ac- 
cordance with the criteria set up 
|in the said statute. The act fur- 
| ther provides that the procedure 
|therein provided shall be ex- 
|clusive but the action of the 
| commissioner shall be subject to | 
| review in the Superior Court by 
| proceeding in lieu of prerogative | 
| writ. 
| While there is a presumption | 
ascomper the abrogation of com- | 
| 


mon rights by legislation and if | 
a change in the common law is | 
|to be effectuated by legislation | 
|the legislative intent to do so} 
| must be clearly and plainly ex- 
| pressed, the court here finds the 
history and substance of the act 
|in question constitute a com- 
| plete administrative remedy in- 
| tended by the legislature to pro- 
|vide for expert administrative 
| service to members, associations 
land the public and it is self- 
| sufficient unto itself to a degree 
|where it supplants and by in- 
ference repeals the common law 
relating to such associations. 


Affirmed. 
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FEDERAL LIENS — By virtue 
of 28 U.S.C.A. sec 2410 (c) the 


date of a foreclosure sale to 
redeem property on which it 
had a junior lien which was 
cut off in the foreclosure, by 
tendering the amount neces- 
sary to redeem under our law 
from the foreclosing lienor. 

FEDERAL LIENS—Absent statu- 
tory authority to the contrary, 
priority of federal ard other 
liens is governed by the prin- 
ciple “first in time, first in 
right”. 

REDEMPTION — CONFLICTS— 
FORECLOSURE—Legal conse- 
quences attaching to a right 
of redemption and the method 
of foreclosure are governed by 
the law of the state where the 
property is located. 

STATUTES CONFLICTS 
Federal revenue statutes are 
not to be construed as subject 
to state limitation unless the 
language or necessary impli- 
cation makes its application 
dependent on state law. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Burling, J., rendered Nov. 13, 

1956. Supreme Court. First Natl 

Bank v. Mac Garvie et als and 

U.S.A. For the U.S.A—John J. 

McCarthy of the Dist. of Colum- 

bia Bar (Herman Scott, U. S. 

Atty and Charles H. Nugent, Asst 

U. S. Atty., attys). For respond- 

ent Atco—Norman Heine. 

The First Natl Bank of Wood- 
bury, held a first mortgage on 
property of defendant Mac Gar- 
vie for about $30,000. Default oc- 
curred and foreclosure proceed- 
ings were initiated. There were 
the time additional liens on 
the property in the following 
order of priority: Robbins, a 


U. S. has one year from the | 


judgment creditor for approxi- | 


mately $1400; the U.S.A. by vir- 
tue of a federal tax lien for 
about $21,000 and the Atco Na- 
| tional Bank, a second mortgagee 
| for approximately $7000. Prior to 
foreclosure sale Atco purchased 
| the first mortgage of First Na- 
| tional and itself prosecuted the 
| foreclosure. Sale was had and 
| the property bought in by Atco 
| for $100 on April 22, 1955. It re- 
| ceived a deed, went into posses- 
|} sion and has paid $1284 in taxes 
and insurance. 

| On April 20, 1956, the U. S. 
|tendered $106, representing the 
| purchase price at the sale with 
interest, to Atco and demanded 
a conveyance of the property. 
| Atco refused. A motion was then 
|made in the Chancery Division 
for an order directing that the 
property be vested in the U.S. in 
view of its right of redemption. 
The motion was denied. The 
U. S. appealed and this court 
certified. 

Held: There is no issue on 
joinder of the U.S. as a defend- 
ant in the foreclosure suit. This 
was properly done by virtue of 28 
U.S.C.A. sec 2410 which consti- 
tutes a waiver of soverign im- 
munity by the U. S. in any ac- 
tion to quiet title or foreclose a 
lien on property on which the 
U. S. has or claims a lien. 

Appellant relies on subsection 
c of section 2410, which provides 
that a judicial sale in such ac- 
tion shall have such effect re- 
specting discharge of the prop- 
erty from federal liens as may 
be provided with respect to such 
matters by the local law, that a 
sale to satisfy an inferior lien 
shall be subject to the federal 
lien unless the U. S. consents to 
sale free of its lien and that, 
“Where a sale of real estate is 
made to satisfy a lien prior to 
that of the United States, the 
United States shall have one 
year from the date of sale with- 
in which to redeem”. The U. S. 
contends that by virtue of the 
quoted sentence it is entitled to 





redeem the property from the | 
foreclosure sale by paying the | 


price paid at the sale. It is ar- 
gued that redemption refers 
either to the equitable right be- 
fore sale ortthe statutory right 


encumbrances while in statutory 


redemption it is necessary only | 


to pay the amount realized at 
the foreclosure sale and that 
'section 2410(c) represents the 
statutory right as opposed to the 
equitable right. 

Firstly, the relative priority of 
federal tax liens, absent statu- 
tory authority to the contrary is 
governed by the principle “first 
in time, first in right”, a recog- 
nition that the rights of the 
sovereign are to be determined 
on the same plane and with the 
same equitable attitude accorded 
competing claims. 

Secondly, it is a fundamental 
principle of the conflict of laws, 
recognized by the federal courts 
that legal consequences attach- 
ing to the right of redemption 
and the method of foreclosure 
are governed by the lex rei sitae. 
At the same time, however, 
statutes concerning federal rev- 
enues are to be construed in the 
light of uniformity and are not 
to be subjected to state control 
or limitation unless the language 
or necessary implication of the 
section involved makes its ap- 


Plication dependent on _ state 
law. 
Thirdly, there are but two 


general types of redemption, the 
equitable right which is barred 
by the decree and sale, and the 
statutory right which does not 


arise until the sale takes place. | 


No right of redemption exists in 
New Jersey after foreclosure sale 


| country, or from the U. S. (Cj 


| ton 25, D. C. Applications will 


except by virtue of N.J.S. 2A:50-4 | 


where the foreclosing creditor 
obtains a deficiency judgment. 


In states allowing statutory re- | 


demption there are many varia- 
tions. 

Accordingly it is not unreas- 
onable to believe that had Con- 
gress intended the right now as- 
serted by the U. S., it would not 
have confined itself to a single 
sentence expression. And there 
is no decisional authority or ad- 
ministrative interpretation to 
support appellant’s position. 

Further, section 2410 as origi- 
nally introduced provided for 
joinder of the U. S. as a party in 
foreclosure actions provided sale 
was delayed for one year after 
suit. This was deleted and the 
sentence here involved substi- 


tuted. The Committee explained | 


that the purpose of the stay was 
to allow Congress to appropriate 
money to enable the U. S., if a 
junior lien holder, to bid enough 
at the sale to protect its lien, 
and that the substitute sentence 
was in place of the stay provi- 
sion and does away with any 
necessity for a delay of sale. 
The statute neither adopts the 
intricate machinery of statutory 
redemption nor makes the sov- 
ereign’s consent to be joined de- 
pend on the existence of such 
state law. It makes the consent 
dependent only on recognition of 
the federal right of redemption 
within 1 year after sale but the 
amount necessary to redeem is 
governed by the lex rei sitae. 
The federal right is recognized 
and will be given effect where a 
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EDEMPTION — FORECLO- | after sale; that in the former 
SURE — REAL PROPERTY —/| the right is to be exercised by 
'tendering the amount due prior | 


Waugh To Be Named ; 








To Superior Court 1£ 
__ co. 

Governor Meyner gave notjgs ¥4 
on Monday that he would so 4s 


mit to the Senate at its y 


session the nomination of Ese 2 
County Judge Alexander pyin 
Waugh for appointment q; gdle 











Judge of the Superior Cour; | +W! 
er rer 
Investigator Positions | * 
Now Open In ore 
Federal Service 
—_—__—_ cor 

The United States Civil Serg§ for 
ice Commission has announce@ of 
an examination for filling ygg pla 
vestigator positions in y ma 
Federal agencies in Was} or 
D. C., and vicinity. The salarjg§ t¢4 
range from $5,440 to $11,615 @dor 





























year. 
To qualify, applicant 
have had at least 5 years 
propriate experience. Edu 
may be substituted for part 
the experience. No written 
is required. 
Full information regarding ¢j 


requirements, and app 
forms, may be obtained at mag *** 
post offices throughout 


Service Commission, W 


accepted by the Commission u 
til further notice. 








sufficient tender is made Witt 
the time fixed by section 2410 
The trial court discharged t 
lien of the U. S. because t 
tender was_ insufficien:. 
tender was made in good fai 
based on a construction of ¢ 
section which the U. S. At 
deemed correct. It is theref 
equitable and proper that 
U. S. be given 30 days to 
the Chancery Division to 
mine the amount due the 
mortgagee which is necessary 
redeem the property and 
make tender thereof. 
Modified and affirmed accor 
ingly, no costs. 


4 














Plant Founded in 1888 


COMPLETE TITLE SERVI 
THROUGHOUT 


New Jersey, Pennsylvanic 
Delaware, Maryland, 
Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, 
District of Columbia 
and Florida 


CHELSEA TITLE and 
GUARANTY COMPANYS 


MAIN OFFICE: 
BOARDWALK NATIONAL BANK 
BUILDING 





Atlantic City, N. J. 











40 JOURNAL SQUARE, JERSEY CITY 





ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY 
NEW JERSEY’S LARGEST CERTIFIED REPORTING SERVICE 
605 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J. 
Telephones: Day—MArket 2-3240; Night—HUnter 6-5814, ORange 3-3377 
Our staff of four pen writers and eight stenotypists insures immediate 
availability and rapid delivery of transcripts. 


605 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 








TITLE 
INSURANCE 


EXCLUSIVEL 


FRANKLIN 








___ 


RELIABILITY 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 
Serving Attorneys and Investors Since 12 


* 


Full Attorney Cooperation 


FRANKLIN 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
405 Seventh Ave. 


Newark 7, Nv. / 
HUmboldt 2-3900 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 
amed ? ‘sieansonaieniahesiapmeaiet 
ur¢ | LEADING — PRACTICE —In-, Defendant argues that (1) 
consistent counts or claims, having pleaded an express con- 
© roti PHCther factual or legal, such tract plaintiff cannot recover in 
uld s =p as 2 Claim on an express con- | quantum merrit; (2) having off- 
its tract and in quantum meruit ered proof only of and having 
of Esq M4Y be pleaded and asserted relied on an express contract 
nder pia the alternative, without throughout the trial, plaintiff 
nt as _| election. cannot recover in quantum mer- 
.. |Where claims for inconsistent uit; (3) the court improperly 
remedies based on the same’ shifted the burden of proof to 
tions facts are asserted, election defendant. 
must be made at the close of 
n proofs. 
ce ONTACTS — Where an express 
contract for work is abortive 
for mistake, failure of meeting 
of the minds or other reasons, 
plaintiff not being at fault, he 
may recover in quasi contract 
or implied contract for the 
7 reasonable value of the work 
311.619 g done. 
“BDigested from an opinion by 
.. »m_nford, J.A.D., rendered Nov./,;.-° 7. OF pe 
ts mug 1956. Appellate Div. Shapiro tive. Under R.R. 4:8-5(b) altern- 
Solomon. For appellant—pro 
_For respondent—David A 
‘elman. 
De fendant appeals from a 


Court 


Held: Long before the adop- 
tion of the new rules in 1948 the 
principle of pleading alternative 
and inconsistent claims was well 
known in New Jersey practice. 
Pleading both an express and an 
implied contract in reference to 
the same transaction is com- 
monplace throughout the coun- 
ry. Recovery in such case is not 
sought on both theories but on 








claims is now not only permissi- 





nent against him on quan- 
“‘meruit for $250. 
The complaint was in two 
, .mmpunts, the first on an alleged 
a nga) agreement to do certain 


of the rule or its underlying 
policy which precludes its ap- 
plication to inconsistent factual 
as well as legal claims where un- 





SCiipentry work at an agreed|Cértainties of proof indicate to 
as will Mec’ of $420, and the second for re pA oar = ace . : 
ssion ue: «“Te@Sonable value of work ~ sii os : 

ms me on behalf of defendant. The rendition of services at 

he first count alleges plaintiff | the request of another under cir- 
a wingpecered services pursuant to| cumstances which negative the 
| “- agreement from Oct. 28, 1955 | idea that they were gratuitous, 
sie ti] Nov. 4, 1955 when he quit | creates an obligation implied 
ihe pon being advised by defend-| from the request to pay what 
or : that he would pay only $120|;the services are reasonably 
ite - the work. worth. And where an express 
seagg Plaintiff testified the agree-| contract for work is abortive, 
n 01 “i-nt was that he was to receive by reason of mistake, the statute 





4) per room for three rooms or|of frauds or other reasons, 
total of $420, later reduced to/| plaintiff not being at fault, he 
0. Defendant’s proofs were to| may recover for the value of 
effect the price for the en- | his services on quasi contract 
2 job was to be $140, later re- | sometime referred to as implied 
eed to $120. The trial judge contract. Where, as here, the 





zof the minds with respect to contract fail to meet 
‘ce, neither side having sus- ices are rendered on the as- 
ned the burden of proof in! sumption there is a contract, an 
s respect, that no contract in obligation to pay the reasonable | 
t existed and that judgment worth thereof will ordinarily be | 
refore was on the basis of | raised by the law to prevent un- 
antum meruit. just enrichment. | 








= | WE STRETCH--------- 
ERVIG 


T from HIGH POINT MONUMENT 
aey to CAPE MAY LIGHTHOUSE 
ce It's a stretch of more than 650,000 files of 


title information accumulated in more than 
{ half a century. 

an | Our long experience specializing in examining 
PAN | New Jersey titles assures you of the best in 


title service. 


BANK 
We welcome your inquiry. 
x * & 
_ LARGEST 
“ TITLE PLANTS 
NW) 23S sds: THE STATE 


a | New Jersey REAtty TItLe 
*.. ~~ INSURANCE COMPANY 


NEWARK 


TRENTON - HACKENSACK + CAMDEN 
NEW BRUNSWICK + FREEHOLD 












one or the other in the alterna- | 
ative pleading of inconsistent | 
ble but is encouraged in order to} 


raise all the issues in one case. | 
There is nothing in the language | 


un eet- minds of the parties seeking to| 
oe pin : pie ome PARTIES—Authority given by 


| Nov. 7 and on the return date 


| sion. 


Defendant relies on Moser v. 


Milner and C. B. Snyder v. Na-| tered at the close of plaintiff’s 

tional Newark and Essex. But in | c fe + Geneva Pact of 1949 
neither of these cases did the 
Supreme Court prohibit plead- 
ing alternative counts on ex- 
press contract and quantum 
meruit. The court there held 
only that an express contract 
excludes an implied contract ‘ 
and recovery on quantum meruit | from suit in fort. delegates at the ABA's conven- 
could not be had where an ex-| Held: The statute provides tion in Dallas last summer. 
press contract is the only one} that the authority may file a 


pleaded and proven. 


The second contention is 
equally insupportable. Since the | exclusive possession and may 
nconsistent 
claims is to lay the basis for re- | Sion. In the light of the statute 
covery against such evenutality 





~ 


theory of pleading 


as may develop at the trial, a 
plaintiff is not required to elect 
his theory of recovery and gam- 


ble on the ase This is 
to be distingui: however 
from seeking inconsistent reme- 





dies on the same facts, such as | 
rescission and damages for 


fraud. Since the court can’t 


tiff may be required to elect at 
the close of the proofs. 

There was no shifting of the 
burden of proof. The courts view 
was that since plaintiff was as a 
matter of law entitled to recover 
in quantum meruit, the burden 
was on defendant to show an ex- 
press contract for a lesser price 
if he would escape this liability. 
This was in the nature of an af- 
firmative defense by defendant. 

Affirmed. 





GOVERNMENT — LANDLORD 
AND TENANT—NEGLIGENCE 
—While condemning authority 
may not technically be a land- 
lord after filing of declaration 
of taking and before acquiring 
actual title or possession, it is 
in such possession and control 
as to be under a duty to exer- 
cise reasonable care with ref- 
erence to common Stairways. 


the legislature to a state agen- 
cy “to sue and be sued” is a 
waiver of sovereign immunity 
from suits on torts, as well as 
in contract, involving breach 
of private duty. 
Digested from an opinion by 
| Jacobs, J., rendered November 5, 
| 1956. Supreme Court. Taylor v. 
N. J. Highway Authority. For ap- 
pellant—Irving I. Vogelman. 





| (Raymond Brown, atty). For re- 


spondent—Philip M. Lustbader 
(Schneider & Schneider, attys). 

Plaintiff fell on the common 
entrance stairway of premises at 
276 Main St., East Orange, on 
Nov. 7, 1953. She had been a 
guest of one of the tenants, Bell, 


and fell while leaving. Her action | 
was based on negligence in fail- | 


ure to remove snow from the 
steps and in maintaining the 
steps in an improper condition 
with considerably more pitch 
than called for by standard con- 
struction. 

The premises had been owned 
by one Jackson. On August 5, 
1953 defendant filed its con- 
demnation complaint to acquire 
title to the property and on) 
August 12 filed a declaration of 
taking under N.J.S.A. 27:12 B-1. 
On the same date it deposited | 
$42,000 with the clerk of the 
court as the estimated value of 
the property. The declaration 
stated that by provision of the 
statute the authority “does here- 
by, upon the filing of this Decla- 
ration, take possession of all of 
said, premises and property”. On 
Sept. 11 an order was entered 
with consent of the authority 
directing payment of the $42,000 
to Mrs. Jackson. On Nov. 6, the 
authority obtained an order to 
show cause why immediate pos- 
session of the premises should 
not be surrendered to it. This 
was mailed to the tenants on 


an order was entered that un- 
less the premises were surrend- 
ed by Nov. 19, the sheriff should 
oust the persons then in posses- 


grant both remedies the plain- | 


GOVERNMENT — IMMUNITY — | 


| Judgment of dismissal was en- | Ambar Urges Classes In 































































case and she appealed. This | 
court certified. 


The authority contends (1) It ene the Nene 
did ngt have ownership, es- | 
tena East, lawyers and other observ- 


sion or tontrol of the premises p a 

on the date of the accident and STS 4ré recalling a resolution 
consequently owed plaintiff no | Unanimously approved by the 
duty of care (2) it is immune American Bar Assn.’s house of 


The resolution asks state and 
local bar associations to conduct 
courses acquainting civilians 
with the Geneva convention of 
1949 regarding the treatment of 
prisoners of war and the protec- 
tion of civilians in wartime. 

During the debate on the reso- 
lution, Franklin Riter of Utah 
said that ingorance of army in- 
ductees in national and world 
affairs was “appalling.” The 
purpose of the resolution, he de- 
clared, was to give them while 
civilians a comprehension of 
what America stood for to help 
them withstand “brainwashing.” 


declaration of taking and that 
after it does so it is entitled to 


forthwith enter and take posses- 


‘and the actual circumstances 
presented, the authority rather 
than Mrs. Jackson may realistic- 
ally be said to have had legal 
possession and actual control of 
the common stairway on the 
date of the accident. Mrs. Jack- 
son was in no position then to 
enter the premises or care for 
| the stairway; the only one then 
in a position to do so was the 
| Authority. The statute sheds 
little light as to when strict legal 
title actually passes, but that is 
not necessary, for legal posses- | 
| sion and control by the landlord, 





Announcement 


Rosen & Kanov have opened a 
Monmouth County office at New- 
____’ | man Springs Rd. & Everett Rd., 
(Continued on page 4, col. 5) | Lincroft. 














Announcing — 
EFFECTIVE DRAFTING 


OF 


LEASES 


by MILTON N. LIEBERMAN 


A NEW FUNCTIONAL APPROACH! 


@ LEASE CLAUSES analyzed and discussed from 
| Viewpoint of: 

LESSOR 

LESSEE 

NEGOTIATION AND COMPROMISE 


@ FORMS to guide drafting of a more favorable 
Lease 


@ CHECK LIST to insure inclusion of all neces- 
sary Clauses 


1000 PAGES - PRICE $17.50 
GANN LAW BOOKS 


224 Market Street, Newark 2, N. J. 
































A Job for Specialists me 





DO YOU HAVE CLIENTS 
WHO NEED ADVICE AND ASSISTANCE 
IN MANAGING THEIR INVESTMENTS? 





By depositing securities in an Investment Review Account 
with this bank the customer will assure hi walak of the full 
benefit of specialists’ judgement applied to his individual 
investment problems. 

Recommendations are made periodically or as required, 
and actual sales or purchases are made only upon the 
direction of the customer. 


| 

| 

| 
| | 
| | 
l | 
l | 
| | 
| | 
| This type of account includes our usual Custodian | 
services, such as collecting income and remitting it at 
| such intervals as desired, prompt collection of called and | 
| matured bonds, notification regarding rights and conver- | 
sion privileges and other important details involved in the 
| management of securities. | 
| Send for pamphlet “The Investment Review Account.” | 
| | 
| | 
| | 
| | 
| | 
| | 


Trust Department 


FIDELITY UNION 


TRUST COMPANY 
Main Office—755 Broad St., Newark 1, N. J. (ote 


16 Offices in Newark * Belleville ie 
East Orange + Irvington 





Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
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TEST FOR A BAR ASSOCIATION 


A bar association is only as  aned as the spirit and support of 
its members. The “spirit in large measure is the willingness to 
make the required contribution to a cooperative effort designed to 
benefit others aside from the individual participant, - e.g. the 
public, the administration of justice, or the bar collectively. Lawyers 
have generally responded to the ¢ ‘all for support from the American 
and State Bar Associations. More specifically, they have answered 
the call for funds for buildings to house those associations. 

Now the lawyers of Essex County are confronted with a similar 
challenge and opportunity. After thorough studies of the increased 
needs for housing its much-used library and its numerous commit- 
tee activities as well as the problem of acquiring more space at 
higher rentals, the Essex County Bar Association last Thursday 
voted to authorize the purchase of a building deemed suitable for 
its purposes for $100,000, subject to an important condition. 
condition is that $25,000 be raised by December 8th, expiration 
date of the option on the building. The proviso is a good one. It 
should test the spirit of lawyers of the largest county bar in the 
state and provide a good basis for a final decision as to whether 
Essex lawyers are up to a program of owning and maintaining their 
own bar association building. Obviously, it is better to know as 
soon as possible whether the project will be supported or not. 

Early returns indicate that the Essex Bar will rise to the occa- 
sion. 
been pledged. 





An oversubscription by December Ist of the initial 

sum required would be ample evidence that the Essex County Bar | 
Association building will be a successful venture. Certainly the 
many advantages of the project establish it as most worthy of 
support. 


REPORT OF THE BIGELOW COMMISSION 


By a Joint Resolution of October 7, 1955 the New Jersey Legis- 
lature authorized ‘‘a commission to study the improvement of the 
Law of Evidence in this state”. A nine member group was then 
named, with Judge Bigelow as chairman. After several months of 
work the Commission has now filed a report and printed copies 
have been widely distributed. If every active lawyer in the State 
does not have a copy, he can easily get one or get access to one, 
for the study which the subject deserves. 

The report’s appendix, containing 72 
draft form, with explanatory footnotes, is its 
material, as explained by 





of evidence in 
This 


“rules” 
real substance. 


used as the basis for the Uniform Rules of Evidence promulgated 
by the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State 
Laws and was reported upon in May 1955 by a committee which 
had been appointed by the New Jersey Supreme Court to consider 
evidence reforms. At that time the Law Journal ran a series of 
editorials commenting, section by section, upon the set of rules as 
recommended | by the committee. 

therefore, faced with completely new recommend- 
however, suggested many 


We are not, 
ion 


is. The Bigelow Commission has, 





changes. A quick 1 review of the report shows that some rules would 
b ropped irely, and there are many other smaller deletions 
end many additions of material. By an ingenious system of marks 
the printing shows the text of the Uniform Rules, the text proposed 


by the Supreme Court’s committee and the text now recommended. 


With little effort the reader can compare all three without turning 
from one booklet to another. A comparative analysis will appear 
in next week’s ue of the Law Journal. 





*s report contains this statement about future 

to which this Commission 

was appointed directs us to present to the Legislature any 

bills which we desire to recommend for adoption. It is 
our intention to present very shortly the draft of a legisla- 

tive bill containing the same sections which are to be found 

in the appendix above mentioned, in appropriate form for 

legislative consideration.” 

If a bill is introduced promptly ‘perhaps by the time this is 
printed), the leaders of the Legislature should proceed with it 
slowly, giving ample opportunity for study and hearings. This is 
mo emergency matter, and the importance of getting the best 
result we can far outweighs the importance of speed. Yet the 
chance to study and be heard puts an obligation on the bar to take 
advantage of that chance. And so we urge each reader to review 
the report with care and, if he has questions or doubts, be prepared 
to make them known. 

New Jersey also faces the danger that controversy over the 
method of adopting changes in the law of evidence will divert 
attention from the content of the changes. That would be most 
unfortunate. Once adopted, we are likely to have 
with in our courts long after all disputes over method have been 


forgotten 


“The Resolution pursuant 


The | 


Within five days a substantial portion of the $25,000 had | 


the Commission, originated with the | 
Model Code of Evidence of the American Law Institute which was | 


the rules to work | 


Weintraub and Vogel 
| Nominations Confirmed | 


The Senate, in Executive ses- 
sion on Monday, confirmed the 
nomination of Superior 


Court | 


' 
| 


| 


Judge Joseph Weintraub to be| 


| Jersey Supreme Court succeed- 
ing Justice William J. Brennan. 


an Associate Justice of the New| 
| cussed several 


At the same session, the Senate | 


also confirmed the appointment 
of Bernard W. Vogel, of Wood- 
bridge, to the Superior Court to 
fill the vacancy created by the 
elevation of Judge Weintraub. 


State Bar Mid-Year 
Meeting Dec. 14-15 


The New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation will hold its annual 
mid-year meeting Friday and 
Saturday, December 14 and 15, 
in the Berkeley Carteret Hotel, 
Asbury Park. 

Several hundred lawyers from 
all parts of the state are expect- 


ed to attend the meeting, one 
of two state-wide sessions held 
by the Association each year. 


The annual meeting is held each 
May in Atlantic City. 

An innovation this year will be 
a series of meetings Friday eve- 
ning and Saturday morning for 
discussions of various problems 
connected with the annual Judi- 
cial Conference. In announcing 


the sessions, the Bar Association | 


notice of the meeting comment- 
ed: 

“These meetings are being 
held to give lawyers an oppor- 
tunity to present their views, to 
overcome criticism that matters 
as presented to the annual Ju- 
dicial Conference do not reflect 


The procedure of 
the Judicial Conference has 
—_ changed to permit 
participation. It is expected that 
|our members will take a real 
| part in the deliberations of the 
| several committees, now that 
| the opportunity is available.” 

Registration is scheduled for 
| 11 A.M. Friday, followed at 12:30 
| by a luncheon in honor of Judge 
| William H. Donnelly, tendered 
| by the Association’s Section on 
|Real Property, Probate and 
| Trust Law. Following the lunch- 
eon, the same section will hold 
|2 forum on problems in that 
field. Members of the bar wish- 
ing to submit questions may do 
so by writing to David H. 
|Schantz, 539 Market Street, 
Camden, or Maurice A. Silver, 24 
Commerce Street, Newark, by no 
|later than. November 30. 

Another high spot of the two- 
day program will be the annual 
mid-year luncheon at 1 P.M. 
Saturday, to be addressed by 
David F. Maxwell of Philadel- 
phia, president of the American 
Bar Association. 


cided issues. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


their thinking, but are pre-de- | 


this | 
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Governor Discusses 
| Several Items At Press 
Conference 


Trenton, November 16—At his 
monthly press conference today 
for the editors of weekly papers, 
Governor Robert B. Meyner dis- 
items including 
law enforcement, maintaining 
commerce on Sunday, and his 
appointments to high court po- 
sitions. 


Enforcement at the 
Municipal Level 

An editor said he thinks law 
enforcement is out of control in 
Atlantic City. He asked whether 
the Governor could not super- 
sede the Prosecutor with a spe- 
cial Deputy Attorney General. 

The Governor said that the 
Attorney General must have 
something more specific than 
general allegations before he 
undertakes to supersede a Pros- 
ecutor. The Attorney General, he 
said, would be glad to have spe- 
cific evidence of lack of law en- 
forcement activity. 


Law 


Sunday Commercial Activities 

An editor asked the Governor 
to comment on certain business- 
es operating on Sundays. 

The Governor said many mer- 
chants in central-city areas, 
who do not remain open on Sun- 
days, object to Sunday competi- 
tion along highways. These cen- 
tral city merchants feel that 
they pay more taxes and are 
getting unfair competition. 

The Legislature, the Governor 
continued, has the power to regu- 
late the situation. However, peo- 


ple want and expect Sunday op- | 
as at| 


eration in certain areas, 
the shore in the summer time. 
It would be difficult to write a 
bill that will exclude commercial 
enterprise in one region while 
permitting it in another. The 
Governor said that a bill enact- 
ed last year to prohibit the sale 
of automobiles on Sunday is now 
being tested in the court. 


Supreme Court Nomination 

The Governor was asked if he 
can justify his nomination of 
Joseph Weintraub to the Su- 
preme Court vacancy. He said 
Mr. Weintraub had gained very 
valuable experience as the Gov- 
ernor’s legal counsel which 
would be helpful to him on the 
bench. 

Continuing, he said, “I know 
of few people as selfless as Jos- 
eph Weintraub”. He praised him 
for his objectivity and for great 
courage as shown during a diffi- 
cult period when he served on 
the Bi-State (New York and 
New Jersey) Waterfront Com- 
mission. He added that Mr. 
Weintraub’s age, 48, makes it 
likely that he will have many 
productive years to give to the 
court. 














Hope To Organize International Center For 
Study of Atomic Energy Legal Problems 


Ann Arbor—The University of 
Michigan Law School hopes to 
organize an international center 
for study of legal problems re- 
lated to peacetime atomic en- 
ergy development, possibly with- 
in one year. 

This was disclosed by Prof. 
Samuel D. Estep of the U-M Law 
School in a report on research in 
this field at the University’s an- 
nual “Atom Day” exercises Fri- 
day (Nov. 16). Estep indicated 
the school had already received 
assurances of “substantial” fi- 
nancial support for such a cen- 
ter. 

Estep detailed progress made 
by a top-level team of U-M legal 
researchers in the atomic field 
under the auspices of the Michi- 
gan Memorial-Phoenix Project. 
Law School Dean E. Blythe Stas- 
on directs the group, which in- 
cludes Estep and Associate Prof. 
William J. Pierce. 

Among the projects which Es- 
tep indicated the Law School 

‘hoped to undertake in the near 


future in this area were: 

1. A draft model of a state 
statute for atomic energy con- 
trols: 

2. Further suggested revisions 
in the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954; and 

3. Recommendations for legis- 
lation concerning workmen’s 
compensation, the statute of 
limitations, tort rules, and state 
regulatory statutes as they are 
affected by atomic energy. 

He also said information con- 
trols and clearance procedures 
were “badly in need of study by 
an independent group.” 

In addition, he suggested, 
there should be a non-govern- 
mental assessment of the func- 
tions of the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, including an evaluation 
of the possibility of re-distribu- 
ting its activities among other 
government agencies. Estep em- 
phasized that, in suggesting 
such an assessment, he was in 
no way implying judgment one 
way or the other on its outcome. 


New Bills Introduced e 


Senate ' P 

The following bills were intro. 

| duced in the Legislature. 

S-389 Stout. To appropriare 
$25,000 to the commission s+ udys 
ing additional State office spacg |. 
(No. ref.) rf 

S-399 Murray. To permit a tage. 
exemption on $5,000 of value sop}. 
homes under certain conditio ng | 


(No. ref.) ¥ 


S-400 Stout. To appropria:§ a: 
$10,000 to the commission <9]. 
study conflict of interest in pup J§.-t 
lic office. (No. ref.) 79 

Assembly a 


A-605 Kurtz. To increase 4 
motor fuels tax by Ic per galloy 
(ELE, & PU) 


A-610 Beadleston. To abolis, 
the conclusive and binding effe 
of certain non-appealed t 
sessments. (Bus. Affs.) 


ACR-46 Mills, Mosch, Vervae 
Cundari & Thomas. To 
the Legislature’s intention 
provide necessary ma 
funds for the Federal-Aid | 
way program and to reque: 
the State Highway Comm 
er proceed immediately tc 
all necessary steps to inaugur: 
the program without furthe 
lay. (No ref.) 
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or one standing in similar pos 
tion will determine responsibil 
to tenants and their guests 


Although the record is obscu 
as to the precise relationship b 
tween the Authority and M@p ¢! 
Bell, it is sufficient to justify @: 
finding, that Bell continued bh 
pre-existing tenancy with % 
express or implied consent of t: 
Authority which was aware th 
Bell and his guests would 
the stairway and might bei 
jured if the stairway was n 
properly maintained. Within ¢ 
modern concepts of justice 
Authority could not, in view 
the obvious foreseeability 
harm, rightly sit back and 
nothing and then seek como 
from the supposed doctrine 
in the rigid eyes of the law 
parties were to be considered: 
as invitees but as trespassers 
mere licensees to whom no au 
of ordinary care was owed. T! 
ancient immunities are g 
ally giving way to the 1 
view that where there is for 
ability of substantial harn 
owners, as well as other m 
bers of society, should g 
be subjected to a rea 
duty of care to avoid it 


The evidence here was 
cient to support a finding * 
defendant owed plaintiff a 


of reasonable care which it 
not discharge. 


The statute creating the 4 
thority gives it power “to 
and be sued in its own 
Such provision has repeat 
been held by the Federal 
dealing with federal enactm 
to be a waiver of goverr 
immunity and to authoriz 
in tort as well as in c 
And our state courts have 
cated a similar disposition 0: 
matter at least in cases 
than actions charging 
gence in the maintena 
public highways. This is 
cord with the modern 
against governmental imm= 
from suit and the 23 
usage of State agencies 
form activities necessita* 
lationships with private P 
Assuming the Authori 
munity continues with res ect 
claims for negligence 
maintenance of the high* 
is deemed waived with r 
other types of claims such # 
breach of private duty beiZé 
serted here. 

Reversed. 
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Statements of Principles With Respect To The 


ractice of Law Formulated By the ABA and Various 


Business and Professional Groups 










luced | 
re intros 
e. ACCOUNTANTS” 
propriate Preamble 
oul In our present complex soci- 
eS i-y, the average citizen conduct- 
: ng a business is confronted with 
mit 4 lag¥, myriad of governmental laws 
Value fopi.nd regulations which cover ev- 
Nditiong|.-y phase of human endeavor 
ind raise intricate and perplex- 
Propria:gg§ng problems. These are furthe: 
ission :gg-omplicated by the tax incidents 
tin pubgstendant upon all business 
ransactions. As a result, citizens 
, increasing numbers have 
jught the professional services 
rease the; lawyers and certified public 
er gallo@g-ccountants. Each of _ these 
xoups is well qualified to serve 
> abolismne public in its respective 1 
ing effegg-ne Primary function of the 
d tax aggewyer is to advise the public 
th respect to the legal impli- 
ations involved in such prob- 
a¢h—i-ems, whereas the certified pub- 










ce accountant has to do with 
‘he accounting aspects thereof. 
frequently the legal and ac- 
yunting phases are so inter- 
slated and interdependent and 


ami werlapping that they are diffi- 
ue ut to distinguish. Particularly 
aug s this true in the field of income 


axation where questions of law 
ind accounting have sometimes 
ven inextricably intermingled 


ent 13a result, there has been some 
‘ubt as to where the functions 
fone profession end and those 

sce 3) gg the other begin. 

es ——g For the guidance of members 

renal each profession the National 

onslol@-nference of Lawyers and Cer- 


Sed Public Accountants recom- 
rends the following statement 
principles relating to practice 
mn the field of federal income 
nxation: 



























Collaboration of lawyers and 
certified public accountants 
desirable 
It is in the best public interest 
‘nat services and assistance in 
*deral income tax matters be 
nndered by lawyers and certi- 
ed public accountants, who are 
tained in their fields by educa- 
ton and experience, and for 
snose admission to professional 
tanding there are ‘equirements 
s to education, citizenship and 
igh moral character. They are 
‘quired to pass written exam- 
nations and are subject to rules 
{ professional ethics, such as 
jose Of the American Bar Asso- 
ion and American Institute 
f Accountants, which set a high 
‘tandard of professional prac- 
ce and conduct, including pro- 
ubition of advertising and soli- 
tion. Many problems con- 
d with business require the 
lls of both lawyers and certi- 
‘d public accountants and 
e is every reason for a close 
friendly cooperation be- 
n the two professions. Law- 
e should encourage their 
ents to seek the advice of cer- 











tified public accountants when- 
ever accounting problems arise 
and certified public accountants 
should encourage clients to seek 
the advice of lawyers whenever 
legal questions are present. 

2. Preparation of federal income 

tax returns “ 

It is a proper function of a 
lawyer or a certified public ac- 
countant to prepare federal in- 
come tax returns. 

When a lawyer prepares a re- 
turn in which questions of ac- 
counting arise, he should advise 
the taxpayer to enlist the assist- 
ance of a certified public ac- 
‘ountant. 

When a certified public ac- 
countant prepares a return in 
which questions of law arise, he 
should advise the taxpayer to 
enlist the assistance of a lawyer. 
3. Ascertainment of probable 

tax effects of transactions. 

In the course of the practice 
of law and in the course of the 
practice of accounting, lawyers 
and certified public accountants 
are often asked about the prob- 
able tax effects of transactions. 

The ascertainment of prob- 
able tax effects of transactions 
frequently is within the function 
of either a certified public ac- 
countant or a lawyer. However, 
in many instances, problems 
arise which require the atten- 
tion of a member of one or the 
other profession, or members of 
both. When such ascertainment 
raises uncertainties as to the 
interpretation of law (both tax 
law and general law), or uncer- 


tainties as to the application of | 


law to the transaction involved, 
the certified public accountant 
should advise the taxpayer to 
enlist the services of a lawyer. 
When such ascertainment in- 
volves. difficult questions of 
classifying and summarizing 
the transaction in a significant 
manner and in terms of money, 


or interpreting the financial re- | 


sults thereof, the lawyer should 
advise the taxpayer to enlist the 
services of a certified public ac- 
countant. 

In many cases, therefore, the 
public will be best served by 


utilizing the joint skills of both | 


professions 
4. Preparation of legal and ac- 
counting documents. 

Only a lawyer may prepare 
legal documents such as agree- 
ments, conveyances, trust in- 
struments, wills, or corporate 
minutes, or give advice as to the 
legal sufficiency or effect there- 
of, or take the necessary steps 
to create, amend or dissolve 
a partnership, corporation, trust, 
or other legal entity. 

Only an accountant may 
properly advise as to the prep- 
aration of financial statements 
included in reports or submitted 
with tax returns, or as to ac- 
counting methods and proce- 
dures. 


; 5. Prohibited self-designations. 


An accountant should not de- 
scribe himself as a “tax con- 
sultant” or “tax expert” or use 
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| life insurance contracts involves 


| of life insurance has become a 


and Life Underwriters was constituted on 
July 
American Bar Association and the National 
Association 
| authorization by 
two Associations 


any similar phrase. Lawyers,’ 

similarly, are prohibited by the 

canons of ethics of the American 

Bar Association and the opin- 

ions relating thereto, from ad- 

vertising a special branch of law | 
practice. 

6. Representation of taxpayers) 
before Treasury Department 
Under Treasury Department 

regulations lawyers and certified 

public accountants are author-| 
ized, upon a showing of their 
professional status, and subject 
to certain limitations as defined 


in the Treasury rules, to repre- 
sent taxpayers in proceedings 
before that Department. If, in 
the course of such proceedings, 


questions arise involving the ap- 
plication of principles, a 


a 
s€fLal 


lawyer should be retained, and 
if, in the course of such pro- 
ceedings accounting questions 


arise, a certified public account- 
ant should be retained. 


7. Practice before the Tax Court | 
of the United States 
Under the Tax Court rules} 

non-lawyers may be admitted to | 

practice. | 

However, since upon issuance | 
of a formal notice of deficiency | 
by the Commissioner of Internal | 
Revenue a choice of legal reme- | 
dies is afforded the taxpayer un- | 
der existing law (either before | 
the Tax Court of the United | 
States, a United States District ! 
Court, or the Court of Claims), | 
it is in the best interests of the | 
taxpayer that the advice of a| 
lawyer be sought if further pro- | 
ceedings are contemplated. It is | 
not intended hereby to foreclose | 
the right of non-lawyers to 
practice before the Tax Court of 
the United States pursuant to its | 
rules. 

Here also, as in proceedings | 
before the Treasury Department, | 
the taxpayer, in many cases, is | 
best served by the combined skills | 
of both lawyers and certified | 
public accountants, and the tax- | 
payers, in such cases, should be | 
advised accordingly. | 
8. Claims for refund 

Claims for refund may be pre- | 
pared by lawyers or certified | 
public accountants, provided, | 
however, that 





where a contro- | 
versial legal issue is involved or 
where the claim is to be made} 
the basis of litigation, the serv- | 
ices of a lawyer should be ob-| 
tained. | 
9. Criminal tax investigations | 

When a certified public ac- | 
countant learns that his client | 
is being specially investigated | 
for possible criminal violation of | 
the Income Tax Law, he should | 
advise his client to seek the ad- | 
vice of a lawyer as to his legal | 
and constitutional rights. 

Conclusion 

This statement of principles 
should be regarded as tentative 
and subject to revision and am- 
plification in the light of future 
experience. The principal pur- | 
pose is to indicate the impor- | 
tance of voluntary cooperation | 
between our professions, whose | 
members should use _ their} 
knowledge and skills to the best 
advantage of the public. It is| 
recommended that joint com-| 
mittees representing the local | 
societies of both professions be | 
established. Such committees | 
might well take permanent form 
as local conferences of lawyers | 
and certified public accountants | 
patterned after this conference, | 


| or could take the form of special | 


committees to handle a specific | 
situation. 


LIFE INSURANCE 
Statement with Life Insurance 
Underwriters” 
Preamble 

In recent years, much of the 
actual negotiation of the sale of 


estate planning. The acquisition 


complex problem by its ever in- 
creasing relation to plans of 


13. The National Conference of Lawyers 


17, 1946, by representatives of the 





of Life Underwriters upon due 
the governing bodies of the 


testamentary disposition, wills 
and living trusts, to partner- 
ships and close corporation con- 


| tracts, and to problems of taxa- 


tion. The solution of such prob- 
lems requires a man to make far 


| reaching. decisions. These deci- 


sions often are, or, upon the 
happening of death, become, ir- 
revocable. The American publi 
should therefore receive not only 
expert insurance service and 
disinterested advice but also 
skilled and disinterested legal 
guidance and advice when 
necessary; both are often re- 
quired in problems arising out 
of negotiation for and use of life 


| insurance, and when this is the 


case, the simultaneous and har- 
monious attention of a repre- 
sentative of each profession in 
solving the problems of the same 
client will provide the safest and 
most efficient service. 


Fair dealing with the public 
and an observance of laws which 


| have been enacted throughout 


the United States require that 
all legal service and advice 
should at all times be given by 
an individual trained in the law 
and duly licensed to practice; 
anyone who gives legal advice 
should be solely devoted to the 
interest of his client and permit 
no personal consideration what- 
soever to weaken his exclusive 
loyalty to his client. 


In this connection, it might 
well be remembered that the 
courts consider communications 
between an attorney and his 
client as privileged; that is, they 
do not compel their disclosure, 
while communications between 
a life underwriter and his client 
are not so considered. This dis- 
tinction should, for the protec- 
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tion of the public, be borne in 
mind by the members of both 
professions. 

For the guidance of life un- 
derwriters and of lawyers, and 
to insure that the public shall be 
protected by receiving author- 
ized and disinterested legal ad- 
vice on life insurance problems, 
such as those hereinabove re- 
ferred to, the National Confer- 
ence states: 

I 


The National Conference con- 
siders it to be in the interest of 
cooperation between life under- 
writers and lawyers and of bet- 
ter service to the public, that all 
lawyers be guided by the opinion 
of the American Bar Associa- 
tion’s Standing Committee on 
Professional Ethics and Griev- 
ances, dated February 10,. 1940, 
issued in reply to an inquiry 
from that Association’s Stand- 
ing Committee on Unauthorized 
Practice of Law. That opinion 
in full is as follows: 

“In the opinion of the Com- 
mittee, the Lawyer’s conduct in 
each of the following situations 
is ethically improper and should 
be condemned: : 

“1. A life underwriter recom- 
mends a certain transaction, for 
example, the purchase of busi- 
ness life insurance. The client 
presents the proposed transac- 
tion to his attorney for approval 
or disapproval. The attorney 
then demands of the life under- 
writer, as a condition for his ap- 
proval, a share in the life un- 
derwriter’s commission. 

“2. An attorney promises a 
life underwriter to recommend 
him to the attorney’s clients, 
provided the life underwriter 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 












~ 


the skin of his teeth. 





“I have escaped by the skinne of my tethe’. So 
wrote Job, who holds the world championship 
for endurance tests. Job’s only insurance against 
calamity was patience and faith. 


How different today, when practically every 
possession and operation which make up the 
pattern of living can be protected by insurance. 


Title insurance is one of the most positive ex- 
amples of security from unexpected emergen- 
cies. In our more than seven decades of title 
service, we have again and again encountered 
instances where, save for the sound protection 
of a TG&T title policy, the property owner 
could not have escaped crippling loss even by 


TITLE GUARANTEE 
He] and Trust Company 


NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1331 
HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 


TITLE INSURANCE IN NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, 
MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, VERMONT, GEORGIA 
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Statement of Principles 
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will pay to the attorney a share 
of his commissions resulting 
from any business obtained from 
the lawyer’s clients. 

“It should be noted, in this 
connection, that in most of the 
states participation in commis- 
sions on life insurance contracts 
by any person other than a duly 
licensed life insurance agent, 
has been condemned by statute 
or by court decision and has 
been declared unethical for life 
underwriters by their  profes- 
sional organizations. 

“3. A life underwriter pro- 
poses a certain life insurance 
plan to a prospective client; the 
client submits the proposed plan 
to his attorney for his legal 
opinion. The attorney approves 
the plan, but for reasons of per- 
sonal advantage to himself ad- 
vises the client to divert the 
business and to purchase the 
necessary life insurance _ not 
through the underwriter who 
submitted the plan but through 
another underwriter whom the 
attorney recommends although 
the interests of the client do not 
require such substitution. 

“4. An attorney promises an 
underwriter that if he, the un- 
derwriter, will induce his clients 
to refer legal business to the at- 
torney, the attorney will pay to 
the underwriter a share of the 


fees resulting from such busi- 
ness. 
“5. To advertise himself and 


to promote his sale of life insur- 
ance, a life underwriter desires 
to use a lawyer’s legal opinion 
in relation to a specific plan by 
using the lawyer’s name and 
opinion in a general circular or 
as a selling document. At the 
underwriter’s request, a lawyer 
furnishes such an opinion know- 
ing (a), that the attorney's 
name will be thus advertised 
and utilized by the underwriter, 
and (b), that the opinion may 
mislead the person to whom it 
is exhibited to his detriment un- 
less it is adapted to the facts of 
his particular case. This form of 
business solicitation by life un- 
derwriters has been condemned 
by their profession and by this 
Association’s Committee on Un- 
authorized Practice of the Law.” 


II. 

The National Conference con- 
siders it to be in the interest of 
cooperation between life under- 
writers and lawyers and of bet- 
ter service to the public, that all 
life underwriters be guided by 
the following principles: 

(1). A life underwriter has no 
right to practice law or to give 
legal advice or to hold himself 
out as having such rights. He 
should not attempt to do so di- 
rectly or indirectly. Therefore, 
he must never prepare for exe- 
cution by his client legal docu- 
ments of any kind, such as wills 
or codicils thereto, trust agree- 
ments, corporation’ charters, 
minutes, by-laws or business in- 
surance agreements. When sub- 
mitting an involved mode of 
settlement, or one which may 
affect a client’s prior disposition 
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+ | tive action be taken by them to} 
| secure adherence to the princi- | 
of property by his Last Will and | Ples contained in this Statement | 


Testament, the life underwriter|@nd to dispose of misunder- 


should suggest that the same be 
submitted to the client’s attorn- 
ey for approval. : 

In estate planning, all trans- 
fers of property, except simple 
modes of settlement under life 
insurance policies or changes of 
beneficiary thereof, should be 
recommended subject to the ap- 
proval of the client’s attorney. 
Since these decisions should in 
the final analysis be subject to 
the approval of the client’s at- 
torney, it is important for the 
life underwriter to collaborate 
with his client’s attorney as 
early as possible in the negotia- 
tions so as to afford his client 
the safest and most effective 
service. 

It is improper for a life under- 
writer, in submitting to his cli- 
ent an estate planning report, to 
attach thereto or insert therein 
any forms of legal instruments 
or of specific legal clauses. 

(2). A life underwriter should 
never dissuade a client from 
seeking the advice of legal coun- 
sel. It is improper for a life un- 
derwriter to attempt to divert 
legal business from one attorney 
to another. 

(3). It is improper for a life 
underwriter to furnish attorneys 
who will give legai advice to the 


life underwriter’s clients’ or 
prospective clients. 
(4). A life underwriter must 


never share or participate in an 
attorney’s fee; a life underwriter 
must not pay directly or indi- 
rectly any part of his commis- 
sion to an attorney or any other 
person not a life underwriter, 
whether or not such sharing in 


commissions is known to the in- | 


sured. 

It should be noted, in this con- 
nection, that in most of the 
states participation in commis- 
sions on life insurance contracts, 
by any person other than a duly 
licensed life insurance agent, 
has been condemned by statute 
or by court decision and has 
been declared unethical for life 
underwriters by their profes- 
sional organizations. 

(5). A life underwriter may 
properly obtain legal advice or a 
written legal opinion from an 
attorney for his own guidance; 


it is improper conduct, however, | 


to circularize any such legal 
opinion, or to use it as a selling 
document. 

Nothing herein contained is 
intended to restrict or limit the 
life underwriter’s legitimate ac- 


tivities in measuring the client’s 
need for life insurance, deter- | 


mining the amount and type 


needed, developing a compre- | 


hensive life insurance program 
in relation with the client’s other 
plans and affairs, and selling 


such insurance; the ethics of his | 
profession require him not to) 
recommend the purchase of ad- | 


ditional insurance unless need- 


ed. Such activities are for the} 
insured and 
their dependents only insofar as | 


benefit of those 


they are consistent with the 
foregoing statement of princi- 
ples. 


III. 

The National 
Lawyers and Life Underwriters 
recommends to state, district 
and local bar associations and to 
state and local associations of 
life underwriters that coopera- 











Specialists 
APPENDICES AND 


Conference of | 


standings between’ the 
groups. The National Confer- 
|ence is authorized to act in an 
advisory capacity as a clearing 
| house for suggestions and com- 
plaints, to aid in establishing, as 
far as may be practical, a coun- 
trywide recognition of these 
principles, and to aid in the set- 
ting up of similar conference 
groups in the various states and 
localities. It gladly offers its 
services in this respect to state, 
district and local associations of 
the bar and life underwriters. 
Approved by 
The National Conference of 
Lawyers and Life Underwriters 
February 8, 1948 
Ratified by 
The American Bar Association 
February 24, 1948 
The National Association of 
Life Underwriters 
March 16, 1948 
Statement with 
Life Insurance Companies 
The Standing Committee on 
Unauthorized Practice of Law of 
the American Bar Association 


held meetings in 1951 and 1952 | 


with representatives of the Joint 
Committee of the Practice of 
Law of the American Life Con- 
vention and the Life Insurance 
Association of America, with all 
|of whom the most cordial and 
understanding relationship has 
been developed. As a result of 
these meetings 
mendations were presented to 
and approved by the governing 
bodies of the respective agen- 
| cies, including the American Bar 
Association, which recommen- 
dations are as follows: 


I 


| That the Conference adopt as 


tion, the following: “Conference 
of Lawyers and Life Insurance 
Companies.” 


i. 

| That the Conference seek au- 
thority from the _ governing 
boards of the American Life Con- 
vention, the Life Insurance As- 
| sociation of America, and the 
| American Bar Association to im- 
plement the National Statement 
|of Principles of Cooperation be- 
|tween Life Underwriters and 
Lawyers, through a program of 
education or otherwise, and to 
bring such program to the at- 
tention of the American Bar As- 
sociation, the National Associa- 
tion of Life Underwriters, the 
| Society of Chartered Life Under- 
| writers, and life insurance com- 
panies, with the following re- 
commendations: 

(a) All agents’ training 
courses conducted by life in- 
surance companies and life un- 
derwriters’ associations should 
include instructions concern- 
ing the National Statement of 

| Principles and the objectives 
| of this Conference. 

(b) Full publicity should be 
given this program through 
the publications of such com- 
panies, bar and life underwrit- 
er associations. 

(c) The Society of Chartered 


Life Underwriters should in-| 


corporate among its examina- 
tions for the C.L.U. designation 
questions relating to the Na- 
tional Statement of Principles. 

(d) The American Bar Asso- 
ciation should urge state and 
local bar associations to bring 
to the attention of their mem- 
bers the importance of adher- 
ence to the National Statement 
of Principles and of the objec- 
tives of this Conference. 


two | 


certain recom- | 


ja permanent name and designa- | 


IV. 

That the Conference, consist- 
ing of the Joint Committee on 
Practice of Law of the American 
Life Convention and the Life In- 
surance Association of America 
and the American Bar Associa- 
tion Standing Committee on Un- 
authorized Practice of the Law, 
review from time to time any 
practices by life insurance com- 
panies or their field representa- 
tives which are alleged to consti- 
tute an unauthorized practice of 
law or practices by lawyers which 
are alleged to violate the State- 
ment of Principles above refer- 
red to, and to give consideration 
of the proper spheres of activity 
of the two groups in discharging 
their respective responsibilities 
to the public. 

V. 

That the Conference tender its 
services to state and local bar 
associations, life underwriter as- 
sociations, life insurance com- 
panies, and individuals to con- 


sider, and make recommenda- 
tions concerning complaints 
against insurance companies, 


life underwriters, or lawyers, and 
that it seek to alleviate contro- 
versies and avoid litigation be- 
tween them, with power in the 
Conference, when requested and 
where all parties so desire, to act 
as mediator or arbitrator in such 
matters. 

Conference Report on Functions 

of Home Office Counsel 

A report was adopted by the 
Conference on May 23, 1953, and 
approved by the House of Dele- 
gates of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation August 24, 1953; and by 
| the Executive Committee of the 
|/American Life Convention Octo- 
| ber 5, 1953, and by the Board of 
| Directors of the Life Insurance 
| Association of America October 
| 16, 1953. In this report the func- 
tions of home office counsel are 
considered under four headings, 
as follows: 

1. Disseminating Legal Informa- 
tion and Specimen Legal 
Documents on the Initiative 
of Home Office Counsel. 

a — Information Bulletins — 
Home office counsel occasionally 
prepared information bulletins 
| for distribution among the agents 
of the insurance company. A 
| bulletin may describe recent de- 
velopments in Federal income, 

estate or gift tax laws. 

The proper protection of the 
public in connection with the 
sale of life insurance requires 
that life insurance agents be as 
well informed as possible about 
legal matters that have a partic- 
ular bearing on life insurance. 
‘The agent should be cautioned 
not to give legal advice to clients 
on the basis of these bulletins, 
but to use them for his own edi- 
fication. Any discussion with 
clients of underlying legal prin- 
ciples should always be made 
subject to confirmation by the 
client’s counsel. 
| b—Specimen Legal Documents 
| —Home office counsel may prop- 
|erly prepare legal documents to 
| which the insurance company is 
|a party—for example, settlement 
| provisions under one of the op- 
{tions in the insurance policy. 
However, preparation of legal 
documents to which the insur- 
ance company is not a party and 
| that are concerned with the pur- 
| chase of life insurance in a par- 
| ticular case or the disposition 
|of insurance proceeds of a par- 
| ticular policy after the proceeds 
have been paid out by the com- 
pany are not, in the opinion of 
the Conference, within the pro- 
| per sphere of a home office coun- 
| Sel’s operations. 
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The Conference believes thagy 
the company may furnish thg 
insurance agent with specimeg 
legal documents that are related 
to the purchase of life insuraneg 
or the disposition of insurancg @ 
proceeds. The agent should pg =0V 
informed that these speci 
legal documents are pre 
and disseminated for referene 
by the client’s own counsel j 
drafting the particular 
ment. Specimen document 
nished an agent should ¢! 
indicate that they are samp) 
forms and that the client’s oy #7 
counsel should be consulteg Fh 
The legal document which is :, 
be executed must be drawn by FE 
the client’s own counsel. , < 
2. Furnishing An Agent, on the fF 

Request of the Agent, Lega) 

Information in Regard to 
A Specific Situation 

The inquiries which an agen; 
may address to home 
counsel which can only be 
wered by giving the agent legg! 
information may relate to 3 ; 
wide variety of situations. Thef, . 
appropriateness of the home of- 
fice counsel answering the in- 
quiry and the form which an 
answer should take when an ans- J, 
wer is appropriate depend onf’> , 
the particular inquiry. 

a—Inquiry relating to a provi- 
sion in a policy—The home o 
fice counsel should readily 
an interpretation of the mea 
of any language in an exi 
or specimen insurance poliq 
Such interpretation can be in-J3 y 
corporated in a letter sent to 
the agent and the agent should 
be free to show such a letter to 





m 

































a client or to give the client al pay 
copy of such a letter. th | 

If the inquiry from the agenwfciary 
regarding a provision in the pol-§voke 
icy involves the legal consequen-f:w o: 
ces of a particular provision,@ 4. I: 
such as whether the settler issib 


provision qualifies for the ma 
deduction under the Federa 





tate tax law, the Conference be- N 
lieves that it is appropriate for§ T fc 
the home office counsel to ex-§ and 
press to the agent his opiniong§ 5. M 
























with the suggestion that this dag tha 
confirmed by client’s counsel 

b—Inquiry relating to prov 
sions of legal documents other 
than the policy of insurance 
If an inquiry from an agent re 
lates to the meaning of a 1 
document for the purpose 0 
determining whether the pu 
chase of insurance of a certal 
type is authorized, the Confer 
ence believes that the home 0 
fice counsel may properly advis 
the agent whether the insur 
company will consider an app! 
cation for insurance under suc 
legal document, whether it wi 
accept a premium payment, 4 
the reasons for its conclusi 

If the inquiry from the 


of a particular legal document: 
so far as the life insurance : 
concerned, the Conference 0 

é 


lieves that it is appropriate ! 
home office counsel to expré 
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That the Conference from time | 

to time examine into important! 

|relevant problems including the 

| question of the legitimate activi- 

| ties of Home Office counsel and | 

j}any other matters of which it | 

|may receive complaints, and) 

| publish its conclusions and opin- | 24 Branford Place 
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Luv sued Fixer, Foto, and Bert 
x damages. The a 
oved to strike the complaint as 
t stating a cause of ae 
e the motion. 

On May 1, 1950, T, a 

kent of N. J., duly executed a 
ij] at the office of his attorney, 
itnessed by L and a friend, 


resl- 


Ww 
The original will and the car- 
n copy thereof had been left 
;T with L. L died in 1953 and 
kth his death, his law office 
kent out of existence, and his 
ace files cannot be located. T 
ked in 1956 without having ex- 
ited any other will. T’s 1950 
or the carbon copy thereof 
‘anot be found. N, a niece of 
r who claimed to be the sole 
neficiary and executrix under 
r; said will, brought an action 
i, the Superior Court, Chancery 
hivision, joining T’s other next 


kin as defendants, to estab- 
he contents of T’s 1950 will 


nd to have it probated as a 1 


Is there any presumption as 
the revocation by T of his 
2. May F testify to a conversa- 
1 with T on the day following 


execution of the will in 
nich T said to F, “I want you 
know that I have made my 
N, sole beneficiary and 
utrix of that will you wit- 
essed for me yesterday ?”’ 
May N testify to a conver- 
1 which she had with T two 
before T died in which T 
“N, I made a will in 1950 


awyer L’s office, which I left 
him. I made you sole bene- 
y and executrix. I never 


ked that will or made any 


rw one.” 


Is L’s cash receipt book ad- 
ble in evidence which con- 
this notation in L’s hand- 


ring 8, 1950. Rec’d $25 from 
T for will—N sole beneficiary 
and executrix.” 











5. May G, a nephew of T, testi- 
‘that T told him on several oc- 
sions in 1956, “I made a will in 
40, because N was hounding 
2 to leave everything to her, 
it I went to the lawyer’s office 
nd tore it up two weeks after I 
ade it?” 

28. W, as administratrix ad 
rosequendum of H, and claim- 
ng to be the common law wife 
'H, sued D in negligence for 
ne wrongful death of H in 1956. 

had been struck by D’s car 

faile H was crossing a street. D 
ppealed from a judgment a- 
ainst him, urging errors by the 
ial judges in the admission and 
ection of the following items 
‘ evidence, to which due ob- 
etion had been taken by D’s 
orney: 

a) N, a neighbor of W and H 
nee 1951, and called as a wit- 
238 for D, was not permitted to 
y to conversations between 
$1 and 1956 with H alone, out 
: W's presence, in which H said 
fat he was not married to W 
-any other person. 
bd) P, a doctor who treated H 
* the hospital for his injuries, 

as permitted to testify from a 
pital record made by him as 
» H’s personal history given to 
oy H, which included a state- 
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ment, “H says he is married to 
Ww.” 

(c) P, the same doctor, was 
not permitted to testify from 


the hospital record to a conver- 
sation with H, in which H said, 
“I started to cross the street on 
the red light. I didn’t see any car 
coming.” 

d) B, 
mitted to 
plaintiff 


a bystander, was per- 
testify as a witness for 
that after H had been 
struck by D’s car and while H 
was being carried into the am- 
bulance he heard D say “Why 
didn’t the damn fool look where 
he was going?” 

Was reversible error commit- 

d in any of the above rulings? 


29. D, an unmarried man, 21 
years of age, was convicted of 
first degree murder, without any 


recommendation. The victim, V, 
an unmarried girl friend of D, 
19 years of age, had been fatally 
while D and V were alone 
cabin. At the trial, the 
contended that D murder- 
and D contended that V 
committed suicide. The 
rprints of both D and V 
on the death weapon, a 
by D and found in 


in 


a 


+ 
al€ 


hnge 
were 
gun owned 
cabin. 
On appeal, D urged as grounds 
reversal the following, to all 
which D’s counsel had made 
and timely objection. 

The trial judge allowed a 
a witness for the State, 
o state his opinion that V had 
not fired the fatal shot, after he 
had described from personal ex- 
amination of V’s dead body, 
where the bullet had entered V’s 
body, the course it took, and 
where the bullet had left V’s 
body. 

(2) The trial judge allowed in 
evidence a letter, dated one week 
prior to V’s death, addressed to 
D and found in D’s possession on 
his arrest, in which V wanted to 
know what D was going to do 
about their unborn child. 

(3) The trial judge refused to 
allow the testimony of a defense 
witness to the effect that V had 
threatened to commit suicide 
three years before her death. 


the 
for 
ol 
due 
(1) 


aoctor, 


(4) The trial judge refused to| 
grant D’s motion for a mistrial, | 


when the Prosecutor in his sum- 
mation said, pointing to 
“There is this butcher boy who 


killed V and her baby.” The trial | 
judge had instructed the jury to} 


disregard the remark. 
(5) In his charge to the jury, 


the trial judge, after explaining 
the presumption of innocence | 
said, ‘Suicide, also, is a wrong- 


ful act. So that there is also a 
rebuttable presumption that V 
did not commit suicide.” 

Decide the appeal. 

30. R, who had registered un- 
der the Universal Military Train- 
ing and Service Act, when called 
before the local draft board for 
induction, sought classification 
as a conscientious objector on 
the ground that he was opposed 
to war and the use of force in 
any form. He was asked whether 
he would be willing to go to war 
and to use force in defense of the 


“Kingdom interests of Jehovah | 


Witnesses” and he answered that 
he would be willing to use force 
in such defense. His request for 
classification as a conscientious | 
objector was denied by the local 
draft board on the ground that 
his request was not made in 


good faith. He appealed to the} 
Appeals Board, which referred | 


the matter to the United States 


Department of Justice for its re- | 


commendation. The 


ment 








DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
10 then Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
Indoor Parking nearby. 


ma 
re 
Sho 


use of our hearing room. 


Diamond 2-1677 


NORTH JERSEY REPORTING 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


SERVICE 


Leonard W. Meyer 








By; 


Depart- | 
of Justice referred the | 


matter for investigation to the 
F.BI., and, in turn, was fur- 
nished with a report by the 
F.B.I. The Department of Jus- 
tice thereupon made its recom- 
mendation to the Appeals Board 
that the denial of the classifica- 
tion as a conscientious objector 
be affirmed on the ground that 
he was not sincerely and in good 


faith a conscientious objector. | 
The Appeals Board denied the 
request for classification and} 


ordered R’s induction. R appealed 
to the Court and urged (a) that 
despite the fact that the Uni- 


versal Military Training and 
Service Act makes the adminis- 
trative determinations under 
that act “final’’, such determin- 
ation as to his draft classifica- 
tion is not final and should be 
re-investigated by the Court. 
(b) His request for a copy of 


the F.B.I. report, or even a fair 
resume thereof, to the Depart- 
ment of Justice had been re- 
fused by the Department of Jus- 
tice, and he contended such re- 
fusal denied him fair play and 
a fair hearing 
(c) His request 


+ 
LO 


the Depart- 


ment of Justice and to the Ap- 
peals Board for a copy of the 
recommendation of the Depart- 
ment of Justice had been denied, 
and he contended that this de- 
prived him of fair play and a 


fair hearing. 

(d) His willi 
a religious war 
Kingdom of Je 
was not a proper 
fusing to classify him as a con- 
scientious object who objected 
to war in any form. 

Are these arguments by R suf- 


ngness to fight in 
in defense of the 
hovah Witnesses 
basis for re- 


or 


Y 





ficient to warrant a reversal in 
his favor? 

31. P sued D for $3000 in a 
personal injury negligence ac- 


tion in the N. J. Superior Court. 
P, a pedestrian, had been struck 
by an automobile owned and 
operated by D. D answered, deny- 
ing liability. Ne 
expressly demanded trial by jury. 
At the pretrial conference, the 
Court ordered the case trans- 
ferred to the County District 
Court for trial. Within one week 
of this order rl transfer, P serv- 
ed a 
trial upon <he clerk of the Dis- 
trict Court and paid the fee de- 
manded by the clerk for a jury 
trial. The case was tried before | 
the District Court judge and 
jury, over D’s jection that P 
|; was not entitled to a jury trial. 

ne jury returned a verdict for 
| $5000 in favor of P. P’s attorney, 
upon the announcement of the 
verdict, moved to amend his 
complaint to change the demand 
for damages from $3000 to $5000 
damages. The trial judge allowed | 
the amendment. On appeal, 
argued that error was committed } 
(a) in allowing the jury trial, 
and (b) in permitting P, after 
the announcement of the ver- 
dict, to amend his complaint. 
What ruling should be made on 
these two points? 

32. (a) On Oct. 1, 1956, P filed 
a complaint against D in the 
N. J. Superior Court, alleging 
| that D had slandered P on Sept. 
15, 1956. P asked for a money 
judgment of $15,000. D is not a 
resident of N. J., but resides in 
New York City. However, D 
comes to N. J. every day to his 
business here. On these facts, 
would P be able to obtain a writ 
|of capias ad respondendum 
against D in this action? 

(b) On the facts in fa) above, 
| would P be entitled to obtain a 
iwrit of attachment <r 
property owned by D in N. J.? 

(c) If D were served with a| 
/summons and complaint and a/| 

judgment was obtained against | 
him in the above action, which | 
judgment remained unsatisfied, 
|may a writ of capias ad satis- | 
faciendum be obtained against 
| D, if he is only 18 years old? 

33. The following statements 
refer to the present practice in 
the courts of N. J., and are true 
|or false. If true, answer by sim- 
ply writing the word “true” 


ither 


ob 


Di} 








P or D had! 


| this answer, 


7 


alongside the number of the 
statement. If false, write the 
word “false” alongside the num- 
ber of the statement and give a 
brief reason for your answer. 

(1}-Service of a summons and 
complaint upon infants 14 years 
|of age or over may be made as 
in the case of adults. 

(2) Service of a summons and 
complaint upon a N. J. defend- 
ant by fraud and trickery is not 
a valid service. 

(3) Service of a complaint and 
a notice giving 35 days to appear 
and answer upon a non-resident 
defendant personally outside the 
state by aN. J. attorney is valid 
service, even without an order 
of publication, in a mortgage 
foreclosure. 

(4) The facts in 
in a divorce action. 

(5) To contest the validity of 
service of a summons and com- 
plaint, the defendant must en- 
ter a special appearance before 
moving to set aside the service. 

(6) A court order and a bond 
are always necessary before a 
writ of attachment may be ob- 
tained. 

(7) A writ of attachment 
against land of the defendant 
may not be obtained in a County 
District Court action. 

(8) If a defendant is indicted 
for murder and convicted only 
of manslaughter, his appeal goes 
directly from the County Court 
which tried the case to the Su- 
preme Court. 

(9) In a judgment against a 
female, her clothing, including 
her mink coat and mink stole, 
and her articles of personal 
adornment, including her brace- 
lets, earrings and combs, may 
not be taken under a writ of 
execution. 

(10) All appeals from the 
County Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Court go to the Ap- 
| pellate Division of the Superior 
Court. 

34. Paul 





(3) are true 


Jones sued David 
Crockett in the N. J. Superior 
Court, Law Division, Mercer 
County, to recover $5,000 for 250 
tons of coal at $20 per ton, which 
‘Jones claims that he sold and 
delivered to Crockett at the lat- 
ter’s oral request and promise to 
pay for the same. Crockett serv- 
ed and filed an answer contain- 
ing (a) a general denial of the 
allegations of the complaint; (b) 
the affirmative defense of the 
statute of frauds; and (c) the 
affirmative defense of infancy. 

Draw a reply on behalf of 
Jones to this answer, if he is 
permitted under the rules to file 
a reply on the basis of the above 
facts. 

If Jones is not permitted un- 


| der the rules to file a reply to 


draw a notice of 


| motion for some appropriate re- 


lief under the above facts. 

35. S authorized his agent, A, 
to sell Greenacre for $10,000. A 
contacted B and by mistake of- 
fered to sell the property for 
$9000. B, ignorant of A’s mistake, 
agreed in writing, signed by B 
and by A, as agent of S, to pur- 
chase Greenacre for $9000. A’s 
secretary, in drawing the deed 
from S, as seller, to B, as buyer, 
stated the consideration as 
$10,000. B’s agent, X, attended 
the closing on behalf of B, who 
could not be present. X, believ- 
ing that the deed recited the 
proper price gave A $10,000 in 
exchange for the deed of S. 
When B learned of this, B de- 
manded the return of the over- 
payment of $1000, as shown by 
the contract. What are the rights 
of the parties as against each 
| other? 

36. On June 1, 1949, John en- 
tered into a ceremonial mar- 
riage with Mary in New York. 
Mary ¢ did not know then, and di did 
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Statement of Principles 
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its opinion to the ‘agent provided 
home office counsel states that 
his opinion should be confirmed 
by client’s counsel. 

c—Participation of home office 
counsel in sales interview with 
{agent and counsel.—The Confer- 
ence believes that when home 
office counsel is asked to partici- 
pate in a sales interview with an 
agent and a client, the home of- 
fice counsel should strongly urge 
that the client’s counsel be pres- 
ent, both for the benefit of the 
client and home office counsel. 
The presence of home office 
counsel in such an interview will 
inevitably lead to the discussion 
of legal questions which the 
client might reasonably be ex- 
pected to rely on in the planning 
of his affairs. 

d—Inquiry seeking suggestion 
for a particular estate plan.— 
If the inquiry from the agent 
seeks specific suggestions which 
might be made to a client so 
that he will have an intelligent 
estate plan, the Conference be- 
lieves that the home office coun- 
sel should confine his opinion to 
the aspects of the plan as it re- 
lates to insurance, with the re- 
commendation that the client 
see his attorney for the formula- 
tion of the overall estate plan. 

3. Furnishing A Person Who 
Is Already Insured or a Person 
Who is a Prospective Client For 

Insurance, on the Request of 

Such Person, Legal Advice in 

vegard to a Specific Situation. 

When a specific inquiry is made 
by an insured or a prospective 
insured on a legal problem relat- 
ing to his existing or contem- 
plated insurance, the Conference 
believes that it is within the pro- 
vince of home office counsel to 
answer the inquiry, but that it 
is clearly improper for it to ren- 
der legal advice on non-insur- 
ance subjects. 

4. Inquiry from Client’s Counsel 

The Conference believes that 
the home office counsel should 
encourage the agent, insured, or 
prospective insured to have the 
client’s counsel direct inquiries 
to home office counsel. 








not learn until after John’s 
death, that this marriage was 
bigamous, because John had 
previously married Ann validly 
in 1939, and Ann was still living 
in Glen Rock, Bergen County, 
N. J., the said marriage between 
John and Ann never having 
been dissolved by divorce or an- 
nulment. John and Mary had 
lived happily together as man 
and wife between 1949 and Oct. 
1, 1955, when John died domi- 
ciled in New York. John had no 
children either by Ann or by 


(Continued on “page 8, col. 1) 
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Mary. When John died intestate, 
his only asset of real value was a 
tract of vacant land in Hope, 
Warren County, N. J., worth 
$10,000. No administrator has 
ever been appointed for John’s 
estate. 

Mary filed suit in the N. J. 
Superior Court against Ann as 
the heir of John to recover 
$10,000 in damages as the rea- 
sonable value of her services to 
John in and about the household 
during the period of their co- 
habitation under the bigamous 
marriage, basing her claim upon 
fraudulent concealment by John 
of his prior marriage. Based 
thereon, Mary obtained a writ 
of attachment 
land in Hope. Ann moved to dis- 
miss the complaint against her 
and to quash the writ of attach- 
ment. Decide the motion. 

37. P owned a plot of ground 
on which was erected a one-fam- 
ily dwelling. His ad in tne news- 


against John’s | 


(4) Upon his admission to the 
bar, send announcements of the 
establishment of his law office 
to the 1800 members of the 
church to which he belongs? 

(5) Send to his clients, whose 
wills he has drawn, a summary 
of recent legislation and court 
decisions, suggesting that they 
review their wills because of the 
changes in the law? 

(6) Upon becoming a full time 
judge for a 5-year term, sell his 
law practice and the good will 
thereof for a percentage of the 
receipts from the practice for a 
period of 5 years? 

(7) Agree to pay his secretary, 
in addition to a_ stipulated 
weekly sum, an annual bonus of 
5% of his annual net profit? 

(8) Agree to accept as his fee 
a percentage of overdue alimony 
collected through his effort for 


| his client? 


paper offering the property for | 


sale included the following: “The 
plot has a frontage of 100 feet 
on Main Street, Newton, N. J., 
and a depth of 150 feet. There is 
a one-family three-story dwell- 
ing in good repair.” D, in re- 
sponse to the ad, inspected the 
property, which was completely 
enclosed by a fence. At the time 
of this inspection, P again said 
“there is a frontage of 100 feet.” 
P and D entered into a written 
contract for the sale of the prop- 
erty, in which the property was 
described merely by street and 
house number. An examination 
of title disclosed that the front- 
age was only 90 feet, and that 
the property was owned by X 
Corporation, whose sole stock- 
holders were P, his wife, and his 
son. Upon discovering these 
facts, D notified P that the deal 
was off. Thereafter, at the time 
fixed in the contract for closing 
the title, P tendered a deed of 
the property to D, which deed 
was signed by P and his wife 
and X Corporation. When D re- 
fused the tender, P sued D for 
specific performance of the con- 
tract. 

Decide the case. 

38. As a matter of legal ethics, 
and giving a brief reason for 
your answer, state whether a 
N. J. lawyer may:— 

(1) Accept a forwarding fee 
from a New York lawyer for 
having referred a client for 
legal services in N. Y.? 

(2) Send a simple announce- 
ment indicating the establish- 
ment of his own practice to cli- 
ents of the law firm by whom he 
was previously employed? 

(3) Have his name, office ad- 
dress and phone number printed 
on a small blotter and send the 
blotter to clients and friends to 
be used on their desks? 
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(9) Offer a contingent fee toa 
witness? 

(10) Sue on a business con- 
tract after the statute of limita- 
tions has run? 

OPTIONAL QUESTIONS 
(Answer any two of the following 
five questions) 

O-1. A and B, the natural par- 
ents of an infant child C, aged 
2 weeks, gave their consent in 
writing to the adoption of C by 
H and W, his wife, and surrend- 
ered custody of C to them. After 
H and W had had custody of C 


| for a year, they brought a pro- 


ceeding to adopt C and obtained 
a judgment of adoption in the 
Mercer County Court. 

Six months later, A and B ap- 
plied to the Mercer County Court 
to have the judgment re-opened 
and set aside on the ground that 
the placement of C for adoption 
and their consent for such pur- 
pose were invalid under RS. 
9:3-1, which provides, in part, as 
follows: 

“No person or agency shall 
be permitted to place minor 
children for adoption unless 
such person or agency has 
been approved for such pur- 
pose by the N. J. Department 
of Institutions and Agencies. 
Any person or agency not so 
approved, making such place- 
ment, and any persons not 
previously approved as adopt- 
ing parents by a person or 
agency so designed by said De- 
partment, who shall receive a 
child for adoption in N. J., 
shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor punishable for the 
first offense by a fine not ex- 
ceeding $100 and for each 
subsequent offense by a fine 
not exceeding $1000 or im- 
prisonment for one year, or 
both. 

“The prohibition against 
placement of minor children 
for adoption shall not apply 
when such children are placed 
for adoption with persons re- 
lated to said child, as brother, 
sister, aunt, uncle, grandpar- 
ent or step-parent. 

“The Department of Insti- 
tutions and Agencies. shall 
maintain a list of all persons 
and agencies approved for the 
purpose of placing minor chil- 
dren for adoption in N. J., and 
said list shall be available for 
inspection by all interested 
persons.” 

Should the judgment of adop- 
tion be set aside? 

O-2. Under the Federal In- 
come Tax law, 
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(a) 


be reported as income? 


(b) If the taxpayer lives and | 


teaches in Princeton, N. J., and 


teaches 2 evenings each week in | 


Newark, N. J., may he deduct his 
travel expenses to and from 
Newark? 

' A corporation gives to its 
employees for each year of faith- 
ful service an option to purchase 
a limited number of shares of 
stock of the corporation at $100 
per share, the par value, al- 
though the shares have a market 
value in excess of $100 per share. 
If an employee purchases shares 
under this stock option arrange- 
ment and holds the shares, does 
the difference in price constitute 
income? 

(d) On the facts in (c), if the 
employee sells the shares, after 
holding them a year, at the high- 
market value, does his profit 
become a capital gain or ordin- 
ary income? 

‘e) An employer paid $500 
monthly for one year after the 
death of his employee, H, to W, 
wife of H, in recognition of 
H’s valued services to the em- 
ployer over a 20-year period. 
Must W pay a tax on this amount 
so received? 

O-3. H, the husband, and W, 
his wife, were residents of N. J., 
where H, as owner of an auto- 
mobile, obtained an automobile 
personal injury liability insur- 
ance policy from the X insur- 
ance company of Newark, N. J. 
While driving, the automobile 
negligently 
caused personal injuries to W, a 
passenger in the car. W sued H 


er 


in the New York Supreme Court | 


to recover damages for these in- 
juries. 
ance company about this suit. 
The X insurance company filed 


an action in the N. J. Superior | 
Court for a declaratory judg- | 


ment that it was not liable to H 
and W on the insurance policy 
and should not be required to 
defend the New York suit. 

Section 57 of the Domestic Re- 
lations Law of New York per- 
mits one spouse to sue the other 
for personal injuries. Section 
167(3) of the Insurance Law of 
New York provides that a per- 
sonal injury liability policy does 
not render the insurance carrier 
liable to the insured where the 
liability arose out of a suit by 
the insured’s spouse, unless the 
policy expressly includes such 
coverage. The policy in this case 
did not expressly include such 
coverage. 

For whom should judgment be 
rendered in the New Jersey ac- 
tion? 

O-4. Peaceful union pickets 
carried signs in front of P’s caf- 
eteria, charging P was “unfair” 
to organized labor and falsely 
representing that the pickets had 
previously been employed in the 
cafeteria. The pickets falsely 
told prospective customers that 
the cafeteria sold bad food, that 
a strike was in progress, and 
that by patronizing the cafeteria 
the customers were aiding the 
cause of “Fascism.” The owner 
of the cafeteria, aided by mem- 
bers of his family, had operated 
it without employees. On these 
facts, P applied to the N. J. Su- 
perior Court for an injunction 
to restrain all picketing. Should 
the injunction be granted? 

O-5. (a) V made a contract 
with P to sell land to P for $5000. 
The land was in N. J. and V and 
P were citizens and residents of 
N. J. P assigned all his rights in 
this land and the contract to A, 
a citizen and resident of New 
York. When V refused to convey 
the land to A, A sued V for spec- 
ific performance of the contract 


in the United States District |] 
Court for the District of N. J. V| 
moved to dismiss the action for 


want of jurisdiction in the court. 
Should V’s motion be granted? 
(b) & was killed in a N. J. 
automobile accident. E, as exec- 
utor of the Estate of X, sued D 
in the United States District 


If punitive damages are | 
recovered in a suit, must they | 


in New York, H, 


H notified the X insur- | 


i 
f 


Federal Tax Notes 





By Harold Kamens 

Rev. Rul. 56-326: AMOUNTS 
RECEIVED UNDER ACCIDENT 
AND HEALTH PLANS: Amounts 
paid by a partnership to a mem- 
ber who is absent from his part- 
nership work due to an accident 
or sickness do not constitute 
wages or payments in lieu of 
wages for a period during which 
an employee is absent from work 
and may not be excluded from 
the partner’s gross income under 
section 105(d) of the 1954 Code. 

FEES: Taxpayers, attorneys 
appointed as counsel for the 
trustees in a bankruptcy reor- 
ganization, claimed that the fees 
they had received constituted 
income from back pay on the 
ground that the delay in pay- 
ment was due to the interven- 
tion of bankruptcy or a similar 
event. 

Held: The court holds to the 
contrary, stating that the bank- 
ruptcy proceedings did not in- 
tervene and cause delay in the 
payment of taxpayers’ fees, but 
rather led to their employment. 
Zillmer, CA-7, 5-24-56. 


ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payer owned land too steep to 
build on. It could be used only 
for residential purposes, and 
since it contained deposits of 
commercially valuable black 
sand he contracted with a con- 
struction company to remove a 
fixed quantity of sand at a fixed 
price and leave the land graded. 

Held: The court holds the 
transaction was not a sale, the 
payments were ordinary income. 
Depletion not allowed because 
the facts on which to base cost 
or discovery completion were not 
presented and percentage de- 
pletion on sand was not allowed 
in the year in issue. Gowans, 
TCM 1956-133, 

CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer, in 
business of buying and selling 
case goods of liquor, acquired 
warehouse receipts for bulk liq- 
uor. About half it received as a 
“whiskey dividend” on stock of 
a distiller which it had pur- 
chased. The other half it bought 
from a supplier. Although the 
receipts were for bulk liquor, 
they could be used by the tax- 
payer to increase its supply of 
bottled goods. 

Held: The court holds, that, 
despite this fact, the receipts 
were acquired as an investment 
to assure a continuous supply if 
needed. It noted that 94% of 
them were not converted into 
whiskey but were sold simply as 
warehouse receipts. Their sale 








Court for the District of N. J. 
to recover $50,000 damages for 
the death of X. E’s complaint 
further showed that X had been 
a citizen and resident of Ohio 
prior to this fatal accident, 
which occurred 3 months before 
suit was instituted, and that E 
had qualified as executor before 
the proper probate court in Ohio. 
D was a citizen and resident of 
New York. Service in this federal 
court action was made upon D 
by serving the Director of Motor 
Vehicles of N. J., who forwarded 
a copy of the summons and com- 
plaint by registered mail to D, 
who received the same in New 
York. D appeared specially to 
question the jurisdiction of this 
court over him and moved to 
set aside the service of summons 
and complaint. Should D’s mo- 
tion be granted? 


resulted in capital gains, not orJ 
dinary income. Continental Dis 
tributing Co., DC IIl., 5-10-56. 

LONG TERM CAPITAL LOSs: 
Taxpayer had a long term los 
of $27,000 in 1947. The carryo 
$13,500, was used in Part in 
next four years, leaving 34.000 
unused. 





Held: 100% of the long tery 
gain must be deducted from th; 
figure, not, as taxpayer claimed) 


only 50%. This interpretation 
the statute is supported by 

committee reports in 1951, BY 
the treatment of capital gaing 
was changed. Peters, 26 TC No! 
30: 

CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer 
were engaged in the busines; 
developing and selling lots j 
lakeside community. As a resy) 
of condemnation, a hotel, the 
focal point, was sold. 

Held: The court finds tha: 
taxpayers then abandoned the 
business. Thereafter the sale of 
real estate constituted 
the liquidation of capital as 
and resulted in the realizatio 


capital gains. Clark, DC Calif, 
3-2-56. 
Rev. Rul. 56-396: INSTALL- 


MENT METHOD: The election 
to use the installment method 

reporting income is consi 
as timely made when exercised 
in an amended return filed b 
taxpayer who, on an original 
timely return, deferred report- 
ing the gain on the Sale of his 
principal residence under the 
provisions of section 1034 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 
and who, during the period spec 
ified in section 1034 (a) of 
Code, did not replace the 
dence sold. 

















Rev. Rul. 56-399: DEPENDENT]; 


DEFINED: The term “support” 
does not include the purchase 
price of an automobile for the 
purpose of determining wheth- 
er an individual is a dependent 
within the meaning of section 


152(a) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954. 
Rev. Rul. 56-401: PERSONAL, 


LIVING AND FAMILY EXPEN-§:r 


SES: No part of the expen 
such as doctor or hospital bills 
and legal or agency fees, paid 
by a taxpayer in conection with, 
and for the purpose of, adopt- 
ing a child are deductible by the 
individual as a charitable cor- 
tribution or as a medical ex 
pense. Such payments are per- 
sonal expenses of the taxpaye!, 
the deduction of which is pro 
hibited by section 262 of the 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954. 


Rev. Rul. 56-406: LOSSES 
FROM WASH SALES OF STOCK 
OR SECURITIES: If an indivic 
ual taxpayer, who is not a d 
in stocks or_ securities, 
common stock of a corpo 
at a loss and simultan 
purchases warrants for comm on 
stock of the same corporatio 
the loss is not allowable “a 
son of section 1091 (a) of th 
ternal Revenue Code of 195: 
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the taxpayer sells stock 
rants of a corporation at a 
and simultaneously pur 
common stock of the same C¢ 
poration, the loss is all 
unless the relative values 
price changes are so similar 
to make the warrants fully cor4 
vertible and therefore substaly 
tially identical with the share 
of common stock. 
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Order Appointing Judicial Conference 


Committees And Their Duties 


SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 


ORDERED that pursuant to 
qule 1:23-1(d) the following 
ymmittees are appointed to as- 
‘st the Judicial Conference in 
-s work in the areas indicated: 
‘ommittee on Rules 

To receive and consider sug- 
estions for amendments or ad- 
jitions to the rules governing 





fhe courts in New Jersey; to 
efer to and receive from the 
arious other committees of the 


judicial Conference suggested 
ymendments or changes to the 
InjJes pertaining to the function 
fits particular committees; to 
swt into tentative draft form all 
uggestions which the commit- 
2e considers to be of merit and 
‘) secure from the bench and 
sar generally their views with 
spect to any amendments or 
;dditions to the rules which 
nave been suggested; and to re- 
srt to the Supreme Court its 
scommendations as to any 
hanges which should be made 
n the rules of court, together 
1 the reasons therefor, and 
advise the Supreme Court 
respect to the other sug- 
which the committee 
tas received and as to why the 
ommittee considers that they 
hould not be adopted. 
Burling, Albert E., Chairm 
Clapp, Alfred C. 
Goldmann, Sidney 
Warren, George 
Wildstein, Julius 





ott 


an 


Committee on Pretrial and 

falendar Control 

To continually study and re- 

jew the operation in practice 

of the rules pertaining to pre- 

tial discovery and the pretrial 

onference and to consider ways 

ind means to make more effec- 

tive the practice in connection 

with the scheduling of cases for 

‘tial; and to report to the Su- 

creme Court its recommenda- 

ions with respect to any changes 

nthe rules which it deems de- 

irable in connection with the 

bregoing. 

Vanderbilt, Arthur T., 
Chairman 

Broadhurst, Charles W 

Cafiero, Anthony J. 

Foley, Gerald T. 

Hughes, Richard J. 

Leyden, J. Wallace 

Losche, George F. 

Miller, Edward F. 

Orlando, Samuel P. 

Proctor, Haydn 

Seaman, Francis M. 


Committee on Sentencing 
Problems 

To study the problems in con- 
lection with the sentencing of 
2%rsons convicted of crime, with 
Necial attention to be given to 
the function of the trial judge 
ind others in fixing the length 
% sentences, to the need for 
iniformity of sentences for 
~mparable offenses and to the 
practice to be followed by the 
‘turt in imposing sentences; to 
sist the trial judges through- 
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dut the state in better exercising 
Meir sentencing power and to 
acquaint them with the func- 
ions and operation of the vari- 
institutions throughout the 
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COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
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' ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 

| 34 Howe Avenve, Passaic, N.J. — 
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state to which they may commit | 
persons; and to report to the} 


Supreme Court their recom- 

mendations with respect to the 

foregoing. 
Wachenfeld, William 

Chairman 

Chandler, L. Van D. 
Feller, Milton A. 
Gaulkin, Edward 
Gerofsky, Leon 
Knowlton, Robert 
Lane, Arthur S. 
McGann, W. Thomas 
Scerbo, Frank C. 
Schlosser, Frank G. 
Tomaselli, Joseph 
Webb, Charles V., Jr. 
Wick, John B. 
Wilentz, Warren W. 


Committee on Evidence 
To study and report to the 
Supreme Court on the merit of 


A., 


the Uniform Rules of Evidence 
adopted by the National Con- 
ference of Commissioners on 


Uniform Laws. 
Jacobs, Nathan L., Chairman 
Clapp, Alfred C. 
Drenk, Lester A. 
Hall, Frederick W. 
Lewis, Arthur W. 
O’Dea, Arthur J. 
Tyree, Lewis 
Weintraub, Joseph 


Committee on the Probate Divi- 
sion of the County Court and the 
Surrogate’s Court 
To study the practice and pro- 

cedure in connection with the 
operation of the Probate Divi- 
sion of the County Court and 
the Surrogate’s Court, with spec- 
ial consideration to be given to 
the protection of the interests 
of minors and incompetents; 
and to report to the Supreme 
Court its recommendations as 
to any changes in such proced- 
ures that may be deemed de- 
sirable. 

Heher, Harry, Chairman 

Curry, John E. 

Diverty, Marshall H. 

Fischler, George S. 

Foley, Adrian M., Jr. 

Halpern, Joseph 

Hansen, Lewis G. 

Keer, Ernest F., Jr. 

Lehmann, Louis C., Jr. 

Loveland, French B. 

Renton, George H. 


Committee on Training for the 
Practice of Law 
To study the existing situation 

with respect to the training be- 
ing received by lawyers, both 
before and after admission to 
the bar, designed to equip them 
with the various skills, tech- 
niques and practical knowledge 
necessary for the general prac- 
tice of law; to consider specially 
the value of the present nine 
months clerkship requirement 
and the requirements for the 
counsellorship; and to report to 
the Supreme Court its recom- 
mendations with respect to the 
foregoing. 

Stoffer, David, Chairman 

Kepner, Donald M. 

Miller, Edward S. 

Pitney, Mahlon 

Rooney, Miriam Theresa 

Tunks, Lehan K. 

Warren, George 

Woelper, Willard G. 


Committee on Reconciliation 
To study the need for insti- 
tuting some procedure to assist 
in the reconciliation of persons 
applying to the Superior Court 
for divorce, nullity or separate 
maintenance; and to report to 
the Supreme Court its recom- 
mendations for the institution 
of reconciliation proceedings, 
including any amendments to 
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the rules which may be required. 
Francis, John J., Chairman 
Cavinato, Lawrence A. 
Hegarty, William A. 
Levenson, Abe D. 
Mariano, Gene R. 
Murphy, Joseph P. 
Tappan, Paul W. 


| Committee on Probation 


To study the operation of the 
probation office in the various 
counties; to assist such offices in 
improving the quality of proba- 
tion services rendered; and to 





report to the Supreme Court its | 
|Law Division Judges of the 


recommendations for the im- 
provement of probation facili- 
ties in the state. 

McMurray, Wayne D., 

Chairman 

Burton, William R. J. 

Chandler, L. Van D. 

Foley, Gerald T. 

Giordano, John C. 

Hughes, Richard J. 

Lindeman, Harry W. 

McCay, Albert 

Montgomery, John 

Morhart, John 

Ridolfi, Sido L. 

Smith, George 

Stretch, Jane 

Wood, Egbert 


Committee to Study Procedures | 
for the Adjudication of Insanity | 
and the Commitment of Mental 


Incompetents 
To study the 
ures for the ad 
sanity and the 
mental incompetents and to re- 


present proced- |} 
judication of in-'! 
commitment of 


port to the Supreme Court its) 


recommendations to 
changes in such procedures that 
may be deemed desirable. 
Stanton, Thomas J., 
Chairman 
Drewen, John 
Fishberg, Joseph 
Haneman, Vincent S. 
Palese, Rocco 
Vanderwart, Herman 
Waugh, Alexander P. 


as 


Juvenile and Domestic Relations 
Court Committee 
To study jurisdiction of 

and the practice and procedure 
in the Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Courts; and to report 
to the Supreme Court its recom- 
mendations with respect thereto. 

Hughes, Richard J., 

Chairman 

Barison, Morris E. 

Bellfatto, Horace S. 

Cohn, Edward 

Dzick, Benjamin J. 

Epstein, Samuel L. 

Gross, Mason W 

Hartman, Morris N. 

Kole, Martin J. 

Lindeman, Harry W. 

Nimmo, David A. 

O’Connor, Martin B. 

Peterson, Henry W. 

Schamach, Milton 

Zimmerman, Thomas L. 


the 
viic 


District Court Committee 
To study jurisdiction of 
and the practice and procedure 
in the County District Courts; 
and to report to the Supreme 
Court its recommendations with 
respect thereto 
Conklin, Walter H., 
Chairman 
Dunn, Arthur C. 
Ely, William H. H. 
Evans, Alton V 
Hopkins, Carroll W. 
Lynn, John D. 
Martino, Edward V. 
Mischlich, Richard S. 
Morrison, George R. 
Reeves, Furman W. 


the 
Vaa 


Municipal Court Committee 
To study the jurisdiction of 
and the practice and procedure | 
in the Municipal Courts; and 
to report to the Supreme Court 
its recommendations with re- 
spect thereto. 
Fuchs, John, Chairman 
Dickey, William K., Jr. 
Kleinberg, Seymour R. 
Madden, James 
McGuire, John L. 
Smalley, Ralph J., Jr. 
Staller, Nathan C. 
Travers, Michael A. 
By the Court, 
/s/ Arthur T. Vanderbilt, | 
C. J. 
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Judicial Conference Delegates For 1957-58 





Supreme Court Justices: 
Hon. Arthur T. Vanderbilt 
Hon. Harry Heher 
Han. Albert E. Burling 


Presiding Judges of the Appellate 


Division: 
Hon. Alfred C. Clapp 
Hon. Sidney Goldmann 
Assignment Judges: 
Hon. Howard Ewart 
Hon. Frederick W. Hall 
Hon. Richard J. Hughes 
Hon. J. Wallace Leyden 


Superior Court: 

Hon. Joseph L. Smith 

Hon. Frederic R. Colie 
General Equity Judges of the 
Superior Court: 

Hon. Vincent S. Haneman 

Hon. Thomas J. Stanton 
Matrimonial Judges of the 
Superior Court: 

Hon. William R. J. Burton 

Hon. William A. Hegarty 
County Court Judges: 

Hon. Harry Adler 

Hon. Howard F. Barrett 

Hon. John Drewen 

Hon. Milton Feller 

Hon. Gerald T. Foley 

Hon. Philip R. Gebhardt 

Hon. John C. Giordano 

Hon. Klemmer Kalteissen 

Hon. Arthur S. Lane 

Hon. George T. Naame 

Hon. Rocco Palese 

Hon. Herman Vanderwart 
District Court Judges: 

Hon. Walter H. Conklin 

Hon. Arthur C. Dunn 

Hon. William H. H. Ely 

Hon. Carroll W. Hopkins 

Hon. John D. Lynn 

Hon. Richard S. Mischlich 

Hon. George R. Morrison 

Hon. Furman W. Reeves 
Juvenile & Domestic Relations 
Court Judges: 

Hon. Morris E. Barison 

Hon. Harry W. Lindeman 
Municipal Court Judges: 

Hon. William K. Dickey, Jr. 

Hon. John Fuchs 

Hon. Seymour R. Kleinberg 

Hon. James Madden 

Hon. John L. McGuire 

Hon. Luke M. McKenny 

Hon. Ralph J. Smalley, Jr. 

Hon. Nathan C. Staller 

Hon. Michael A. Travers 
County Surrogates: 

Hon. John E. Curry 

Hon. Adrian M. Foley, Jr. 

Hon. Lewis G. Hansen 
County Clerks: 

Hon. Alexander Allan 

Hon. Robert B. Bergen 

Hon. Henry G. Nulton 
Chief Probation Officers: 

L. Van D. Chandler 

John Morhart 

Egbert Wood 
Administrative Director of the 
Courts: 

Hon. Edward B. McConnell 
Standing Master of the Supreme 
Court: 

Hon. William H. Donnelly 
Clerk of the Supreme Court: 

Hon. John H. Gildea 
Clerk of the Superior Court: 

Hon. I. Grant Scott 
Chairman of the Board of Bar 
Examiners: 

Harry Nadell 
Officers of the State Bar 
Association: 

President, Robert S. Snevily 

Pres. Elect, Milton T. Lasher 

lst Vice Pres., 

Marshall H. Diverty 

2nd Vice Pres., John R. Kelly 

Secretary, Dr. Emma E. Dillon 

Treasurer, Edward G. Weiss 





County Bar Association 
| Representatives: 
Atlantic, Robert C. Koury 
Bergen, John A. Christie 
Warren Dixon, Jr., 
George F. Losche 
| Burlington, 
| Christopher N. Peditto 
| Camden, Sidney P. McCord, Jr. 
Norman Heine 
Cape May, French B. Loveland 
Cumberland, Edward S. Miller 
| Essex, George S. Fischler 
John J. Gibbons 
Abraham I. Harkavy 
Ernest F. Keer, Jr. 
Julius Wildstein 
Gloucester, Domenic J. Gattuso 


Hudson, Charles W. Broadhurst 
Joseph A. Davis 
Victor S. Kilkenny 
David M. Klausner 
Hunterdon, Philip Faherty, Jr. 





(Continued on page 10, col. 1) 





OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE 


APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
ESTATES. INHERITANCE TAX, 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 
M. R. LANES 
200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5, N. J. 
MArket 3-1119 





AALTENS ORANGE 
AUCTION GALLERIES 


Estab. 1914 


AUCTIONEERS, APPRAISERS AND 
LIQUIDATORS OF ESTATES 


We Buy EVERYTHING 
In Whole or Part 








— IMMEDIATE APPRAISALS — 
— CHEERFUL ESTIMATES — 


SALES CONDUCTED REGULARLY 
BI-MONTHLY 
CONSULT US FIRST — IT PAYS 


Rep. by N. HOLOVER & SONS 
47-49 Main Street 
East Orange, N. J. 

OR 4-4526 SO 3-4463 























ACCOUNTS 
RECEIVABLE 
into CASH! 


eee . 
Ribe Factors Corp. advances 
money on Accounts Receiv 
\ . A ah 

able, Inventory, Machinery, & 


Equipment or Expansion and 


COrg 


Reorganization to provide you 
with the working cap't 


company needs. 


write or phone fur 
FULL INFORMATION 


No obligation of course! 


RIBE FACTORS CORP. 


786 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-8576 
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ing an appeal. 


JOSEPH B. TOBISH 


APPELLATE PRINTING 


SAVE! ...Up to 13 on 
Appellate Printing By Cffset 


As the originators. promoters and only practitioners of 
this method in the New Jersey state courts in the regular 
61% x94 format. may we urge vou to take advantage of this 
substantial and significant saving the next time vou are tak- 


WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
EXport 4-4645 - 3-6942 


$2 
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tel AL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
Delegates To Judicial | November Issue of The Practical Lawyer ae | Sry 
Dated: November 15, 1956| ESSEX COUNTY COURT = 
Conference Introduces ‘Law Practice Forum’ ESTATE OF WILLIAM G. CARTER, de-| LAW. DIVISION 
selina | ; od. | poc KET NO. 
( i ‘ c to the order of ADRIAN M. | 
Continued from page 9) | ‘The Practical Lawyer intro-|of the New York Bar discusses EOLEY, J... Surrogate of the County of | ” 
x“ PRPS PEELE i 2 e 3ssex nis da made, on the applic n the at of 
Mercer, Robert M. Dix |duces in the November issue a|the preparation, conduct and| fiv“inaersiened, Execators of said deceased, | MAX HABER and VIRGINIA H w 





ss tj > tiati + notice is hereby gi to the creditors of| his wife, for leave to assume t 
new feature, Law Practice | negotiations for settlement of — ‘ fo , Exhibit to a ene Re fll of MORDECAI HABER ani 





i=] 

























































ng nats iF ” Its first t-author i 1 inj falli . 
Mi 45 | Forum”. Its first guest-author is| personal injury cases falling}. their claims and| VIRGINIA HABER, respective 
Middlesex, Samuel S. Cohen | ‘ o ; —_ spt = a fo & of said deceased, | MAX HABER and VIRGINIA Habe; 
Francis M. Seaman |Roger B. Siddall of the New/within the range of $500 to)‘ his date, or they | havi day of No ’ i 
Monmouth, Thomas F. Shebell |York and Virgin Islands Bars $1,500. The problem is discussed ee rig 
’ ™ “ : : P : recoveri * same agai e subscribers. | f ( g i 
Morris, E. Marco Stirone | who discusses Group Practice of | from the points of view of coun-| rir HOW ARD SAVING $ INSTITUTION | another r agdé 
eet = | j e : ‘Jai ts > oa I 7. CARTEE j th 
Ocean, Edward M. Rothstein | Law. Mr. Siddall contends that sel for claimants, as well as,  waeee Th. i 
Passaic, John G. Dluhy _ efficient and successful law prac- counsel for insurers. LYNCH & MALONEY, atutg 
Archibald Kreiger |tice in the future will require The Practical Lawyer is pub-| ond 
Salem, Wayland A. Lucas the association of twenty-five lished by the Committee on Con- | a ee 
Somerset, Harry R. Stern | or more lawyers to service clients tinuing Legal Education of the; — ind 
Sussex. Frederic G. Weber properly. Each lawyer would, American Law Institute collab- | OURT ; 
Union, Orlando H. Dey | specialize in a given field and|orating with the American Bar| CIVIL eg Pt 
Hon. Louis C. Lehmann, Jr.| Would handle clients’ problems | Association. Its publication office JUDGMENT “te 
Warren in that field. To assure a har- | is at 133 South 36th Street, Phil- | in » ter of Application ) ow 
é ’ . . : . < - aya a 
Hon. Martin Bry-Nildsen, Jr. | Monious and integrated rela- | adelphia 4, Pennsylvania. ‘K, ROSE B. PECK,  ) gneng 
. |tionship among associated law- Lol = Ki and JR., 4 
Representatives of the Senate: | yers, Mr. Siddall suggests the _ _ aan eee PAUL PECK, minors, 2 
Pres., Hon. Wayne Dumont, Jr.| creation of a new kind of spe- ne ound ae of LOUIS ‘¥, ad 
Majority Leader, | cialist, the law office consultant. |) srare or CORA ¢. WRIGHT, deceased. | R. (MIRIAM ) nm 
on Severe SOny | His function would be that of | (fy Sp? surrosac of RL. ae oe , Tespectively. =) | : 
Minority Leader, | an independent auditor of inter- | Fssex. this day made, ov the application of | LOUIS P. PECK amd ROSE B. PECK, his| 22 Y AEARER 
: ; x : the undersigned, Executor sai cVeaser wife d LOUIS P ( R., MIRIAM! 4;, for Plainti 
Hon. Sido L. Ridolfi office relations, psychological | jotice is hereby given to the creditors of | REGINA, PLUK’ and LAWRENCE PAUL | $079, for, Piaintifs eal 
i | i said deeeased, ee. bi o the scribe n this h « a deal oe “2 a— 
Representatives of the General | and economic, among the mem- | vit ee or affirmation their claims. and ieeren, ae Ma - — — 
Assembly: bers of a group. foment mggenictcage Rag “4 = — r for a judg- | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
* vithin six months rom this date, or they | ment to ass te vit DEPARTMEN1 F STATE 
Speaker, Hon. Leo J. Mosch | The November issue of The ihe’ forever barred from prosecuting oF | Lut is P A, ROS PECORA. | ( MITPICATE OF DISSOLUT! 
Me P : . aincg | recovering the same agai nst the subscriber. | LOUIS P. I ORA, JR., MIR I AM A INA "0 a 0 who hese ent ly come 
Majority Leader, | Practical Lawyer also contains SOTGLAS G WRIGHT | PECORA and I AWité NE te ol ee eee 
Hon. Elden Mills | the following articles: RIKER & DANZIG, Attorneys } it ing t court WHEREAS, It appears to my Satisfactiy 
744 pi thenticated record of th 





| by duly au 























Minority Leader, | Gifts to Children—A New and Newar a aan e court being| ings for the voluntary dissolutior 
Wi ‘ | sas : Led ec. 6, 13, 20 | there are nO} by the unanimous consent of all th 
Hon. William Kurtz Realistic Method by Daniel G. ~" * Pc aanhiat emai | Soidere, depecited ta may oles, thet 
Attorney General: Tenney, Jr., of the New York | it, is on this 14th day of November, 1956 PARMOR CORE ORES auas 
i j e Ub » the S P. PECK and|2 corpor St 
Hon. Grover C. Richman, Jr. |Bar which analyzes the model | jor yrp op sors HEINUOLD SWENSO® | fp ues ag 2 BB aD LOUIS P. | ® of ea u 
. : . | bill s sored by The New York LUNDE, deceased PECK, JR.. MIRIAM REGINA PECK and e City > ‘ 
County Prosecutors: bill — d by Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M./ LAWRENCE PAUL PEC x i inors, be and!‘ of New Jersey . Co 
Hon. Leon Gerofsky | Stock Exchanr? and the Asso- FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of| they are hereby authorized to assume the | being pa agent therein and in | 
“ | ejoti tock EF j Essex, this day made, on the application of| names of LOUIS P PEC CRA, BOs. i.) Ut. RRO ne ee served 
Hon. Frank C. Scerbo . bs iation a Stock Exchange Firms | ‘ii dersignel, Executrix of said deceased, | PECORA, LOUIS P. PECURA, JR., MIRTAM | complied wi with the requirements of 1 
2 25 Tet | to provide a simpie, inexpensive ice is hereby given to the creditors of | REGINA PE(¢ r [NCE PAUL | Corporations, General, of Revised 5 
Hon. Charles V. Webb, Jr. p 1 Pp f Pp ki eased, to exhibit to the subscriber | »} Cor A, 14th day of , of New Terses, preliminary to the 
Hon. Warren W. Wiientz and practica means Of Making), oath or affirmation, their claims and | I e thin ten days | of Aus ( Saneel rf es a. 
| ( +4 > 1e Secre 









copy of this 
>» New Jersey 
days hereof 
t, affidavit, 
lavit of ication with 
lerk, and a certitied copy |‘ 
> Secretary of State | 


against the estate of said deceased, | 
hs from this date, or they 
rrred from prosecuting or | 





State of New Jersey, Do 
at the said corporation did 
“ourt 1 day of N rember, 1956, fi 
office a duly executed and attested 
in writing to the dissolution of s 
executed by all the stockho 
id consent and the r 





gifts to minors. The legislation 
| has already been adopted in ve L 

thirteen States and the District fare are NSUNLUSDE | e3 
|of Columbia. More recently the | alley & SCHENCK, Attorneys 


mont 


Representatives of Law Schools: 
Dean M. Donald Kepner 
Dean Miriam T. Rooney 
Dean Lehan K. Tunks 















































































Daw Mesremmintives: | National Conference of Commis- | etuaat ite ovinigne Bf the Seeteks | + which : ; Re 
a ann a + te k |sioners on Uniform State Laws | sh ae feceaeaienticgs yo) ig | an ae eee ee 
Ars. d 5 é —— aaa : et ; s 
ae ieee a in - |approved a Uniform Act based | ill peor ge 
—taget ae ee /on the model bill for enactment ar = | fixed my 
patel ny H tanec iby the states. This Uniform PR cance yee ve ‘er ‘a i 
Ss q | 4 4 : Judgment for change | i Penal ‘ 
~ w baa _— Gifts to Minors Act is also dealt ot mne and Atty-sis. siiiiiaiie z= 
ry j ° ° ’ : "a tna sr of the applicati | ) Ny 
Wa i D.M ti | with in Mr. Tenney’s article. fe a es haa Secretary of State. 
ear W. P te id | A Law Office Filing and In- |‘ ris Anthony Conti, ) ee ee =’ 
enry . eterson mi | chario having this day | — 
Charles HB. Plenty | dexing System by Harding A. 1 (of, Union County, ol STATE OF NEW JERSEY : : STATE OF NEW JERSEY {ree 
George F. Smith |Orren of Minnesota describes n and verified by BANIK. OES A DYSLAW TCRBANIE, ERTIFICATE, OF or SOnCr N “95 
' i i it ieent | BA LADYSLé ANIK, | CERTIFICATE O ISSO IN 
Jane A. Stretch | methods for : solving perplexing Pthacining ee gs Sent MARIE URBANIK, ANTONI URBAN-| To all to whom these presente may come, 
Wa | filing and indexing problems | ¢iiiis ANTHONY. CONTI: | RYK CHBAWIn ADELE UnBAnic. | WHEREAS, It appears to my satista 
Pp d Vill T which are not uncommon inj ee gp vin J - Oe ae, | | STANISLAW URBANIK, MARIA UB- | PY duly uthenticated record of the t 
ennan intanova eams. | many law offices throughout the | tit resides at No. 131 Morris Avenue, Sum-| ‘5: BASIN, ag gee od by the unanimous consent of all the 
mit, New Jersey Sate Er Se ee ering» eves | holders, deposited in my office that i 
Win Moot Court | country. ‘nd it ier appearing that notice of MOTYKA, JOZEF MOTYKA,  WIK- | ESTEE REALTY CORP. 
eo : : “er bli jon been published at least | TORIA GORCZYCA, ROMAN GORCZY- a corporati ion of this State. whose pr 
Competition | In Accounts Receivable Finan- |“ Povle Gin! Page Hanehebnine aateeicn | CA, KATARZYNA KONIECZKOWSKI, | office is situated at No. 9 Clinton 
é leing: A L ] d Practical time of said application in FRANCISZER KONIECZKOWSKI, | in the City of Newark, County of 
cing: egal an ractical | | pieme a A canmuaniee | WLADYSLAWA LYSZCZARZ,WLADY-/ State of New Jersey (Jacob L 
3 = j : an eee ee spear SLAW LYSZCZARZ, JOZEF KONIE-| being the agent t nd in charge 
A three-man team from the Look-See, Mr. Milton P. Kupfer fe said id. pon SP eactaan | CZKOWSKI, his heirs, devisees and | upon ace cemee Mar be serve 
University of Pennsylvania Law | of the New York Bar discusses oe Abs ihe personal representatives, and his, their | complied with the requirements of a 
: , asonabie grounds fd or any of their successors i ight, | Corporations, General, o evise 
School won top honors in the the basic aspects, legal and eco- | “and there is no reasonable Hie ean htc. MRS. OZEF. . |of New Jersey. preliminary to the issui 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


is 16th day of Novem- | NIECZKOWSKI, his wife | 
that Carmen Anthony| You are hereby summoned and required | State of the State of New Jersey, Ik 


| 

} NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secret 
is hereby authorized| to serve upon Lawrence Friedman, plaintiff's Certify that the said corporation did 

| 

} 

| 


two-day Inter-Law School Moot | nomic, of accounts receivable |” 
Court Competition for Region | financing. These include the 
Four, which ended last Saturday | need and occasion for such fi- |; 
afternoon in the Federal Court-|ancing, the forms which the, 












the 17th day of December : Jer sey, am answer to| my office a duly executed and attested 


name of Chris Anthony Conti | is #24 Branford! Fourteenth day of November, 1956 
| in writing to the dissolution of said 


in a civil action in 





iat within 10 days hereafter, a . ; 
is plai inti ff, and aoe poration, executed by all the stock! 
thereof, which said consent and the t 











































house, Philadelphia. Second | transaction may take, a consid- copy o lis j judge ‘nt be published in the| i end 
| ew Jersey urnal, 8 PWS pa pi < | defen ne Steve > ow oD 
place was awarded to the law) eration of safeguards and cau) oyating in nty,” and that. within | the of New Jers \% ar sce ae ae ee 
school team from Villanova Uni- | tions, problems in bankruptcy °" it and thi go gment | if = 13, so, judgment | have aaa ae ae ee ee 
versity 'and developments under the ww rded in the County Clerk’s | bY may be rendered against you for | fixed my official seal, at 
erslty. i that with th jemand n the complaint. You this F th d f N 
: ‘ s $ and th within the| tie dem ed ir ¢ bp oO this ourteenth day of NX 
Both schools won the right to Uniform Commercial Code. shall cause a certified | s!ial answer and proof of service | (Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine 
represent region four, composed| Income Tax Problems of the nities Ge tae cao erin lg i Bing EDWARD J J. PATTEN, 
of all law schools in Pennsyl- | Professional Partnership by Ar- and provided. $ lg eee ee 959. y mg 601 0M 
vania and New Jersey, in the/|thur B. Willis, of the California Count — 
National finals to be held dur- | Bar, takes up tax considerations i- | STATE OF NEW JERSEY ates 4 
ing December in New York City. | involved in drafting a profes- aad e | gt a on 
The plea of insanity as a de-| sional partnership agreement, bias | To all to whom these presenta may 
Greeting: 





_above named| WHEREAS, It appears to my satis! 
A rd as said by duly authenticated record of the ; 
thereof according ings for the voluntary dissolution 
of the aforesaid/ by the unanimous consent of all the 
and concerns real! nolders, deposited in mv office that 


fense in a criminal case was the with particular emphasis de- |——— 
subject. voted to the law partnership. i ee i 


Twenty-one members of the In Advice to Authors and COURT OF NEW JERSEY | t 





DI IVISION, 







judiciary and prominent attorn- Users of Musical Works, Herman - of Newark, County FISHER CONTR ACTING CO., 
eys from Pennsylvania and New | Finkelstein, General Attorney of far a New Jersey, and de-)a corporation of this State, whose 



















westerly side of St.}in the ¢ Ne -wark, County 
nt therein distant] State of New Je orsey (Edward R. } 
from the cor-| being the agent therein and in charge 
Street; thence | upon whom process may be served 
Charles Street | complied with the requirements of Tit 
: t e westerly at! Corporations, General, of Revised § 
st. Charles Street 100|0f New Jersey, preliminary to the is 
ly parallel with St.|of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

10 ies: thence NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary he 
the second course State of the State of New Jersey, Do y 
and place of Be-| Certify that the said corporation did 
Fourteenth day of November, 1956, file in 
office a duly executed and attested conse? 


nk Realty Com- 
orporation, et als., 
For Sale of 





Jersey served as judges for the| ASCAP, discusses the legal as- 
competition, which also included | pects of three questions of im- 
teams from the law schools of | portance to composers of musi- 
Temple University, Seton Hall|¢al works and to those who 
University, Pittsburgh Universi-| would use them: 1. What steps 
ty, Dickinson University, Rut-| should be taken to protect the 
gers University, Newark, N. J.,/ work against infringement? 2. 
and Rutgers University, South | what rights are given under the 















above stated writ 
ore ed, I shall 
endue, in Room 
mHOU SE, in Newark, 
day of December, 
(Prevailing Time), 
*t or parcel of land and 
ularly described, 














Being part 











Sef , g. in the City of] ee ai lock 
sgh 9 asec - |copyright law? 3. What are the New Jersey: | da Weenee weban toe eee  e writing to the dissolution of #2 
+ ms: , : |p a3 ‘ northwesterly cor- Muamareias  Ghéveimmienen eg SPs yr aegis poration, execut y all the stoc 
three-man panel including | sources from which an author és be Mieneribed: RaneN pear Surveyors, for Frederick A.| thereof, which said consent and the 


2 and Charles Alling 

a map of the prop- 1 : a -; ae i ox of the proceedings aforesaid are now 0 
Also known as £95 St. Charles Street, in my said office as provided by law 

TESTI 


Chief Justice Horace Stern, Su- | may derive the benefits of these x h 
Perry called the Newark, N. J. Bs WHEEEOF. 







— Bini = ae aan, |e? said corner run- Y 7. U t ik, Wlad Urb k, A d af: 

u arrv E. : ast 30 ft. to th ou Jozef Urbani ladyslaw anik, An- ll hereto set my hand and 

ge . pneere wenerees | Handling the Settlement of "2S on said map;| toni Urbanik, Henryk Urbanik, Stanislaw fixed by official seal, at Trentee 
line south 18 degrees| U: n Pszezolka, Stefania Motyka, this Fourteenth day of N 


States Court of Appeals, and «“ 
PP | the So-Called “Bread and But- zyca, Franciszek Konieczkow-| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine 


=9 





















j | west 100 thence north 72 degrees 
Thomas D. McBride, Chancellor | ter’ Cases by Daniel A. NovoK | west 30 the east line of lot | Ski, Wladyslawa Lyszezarz, and Josef Konie- and fifty-six. the 1 
of the Philadelphia Bar Associa- | No. 26: tl north 18 degrees east| ¢Zkowski, _, —— and ome ——— 4 a. Asada 
: ra : : | 100 feet to e place of BEGINNING. representatives, anc is, their or any o ecretary 0. e. a ACES” 

tion, selected the winning teams | a 4 1] BEING comr cool known as 15 Longworth] their successors in right, title and interest | L.J.—Nov. 22, 29, Dec. 6 $21.9 : 
in the final competition. H Committee on Professiona Edu- Street, Newark, N. J. _ made ~~ defendants because = ae 

| Being th same premises veyed to| the owners of premises together with other = 

After the competition, team/| Cation of the Philadelphia Bar | Pes eee netcin “by Deas ff] persons as tenants in comaion and. therefore NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR 
| Association in cooperation with | Kalm: Ww Schneider, single, bearing| have an interest therein. You Julia Urbanik, HANGE OF NAME 








Bee ith : and intended to be te eee Lae Urbanik, — —— Nori ‘E — po endorsignet = 
: ultaneously herewith, this| Urbanik, Maria Urbanik, Katarzyna Konie-} make application to the Essex Count 
nx sing a purchase money mort-| ©zkowski and Mrs. Jozef Konieczkowski are| Law Division, on December 19, 19 
jamin Franklin Hotel, at which | igpreinectons . ga gi to secure part of the pur- oso parties a you may ings in the afternoon, at tl 
Amon ose serving as pre-/| pric have an interest in said lands and premises | House, Newark, New Jersey, for a 
the principal speakers meted g g p % The airescianate amount of the Judg-| bY way of dower or otherwise. You Stanis-| authorizing them to assume th aN, 
Chief Justice Stern, Judge Al- liminary and semi-final judges | |ment to be satisfied by said sale is the| law Psscaolka. some ——, Roman Gor-| FRANK MORTON and ROSALIE wort 
= 7 - of Two Thousand Seven Hundred and | ¢zyca, and ladyslaw Lyszczarz are made | respectively. 
bert B. Maris, United States were Judge Thomas M. Madden, | Dollars and Ninety-five Centc| parties defendants because you may have FRANK PRZYWARA 


members and judges were in-| 
vited to a luncheon at the Ben- | |the Junior Bar Association of |‘ 












leven 
Court of Appeals, and Thomas| Grover C. Richman, Attorney | (32,711.95), together with the cost of | an interest in said lands and premises by ROSALIE PRZYWARA 
General of New Jerse Judge this sale way of curtesy or otherwise. Leslie H. Cohen, Esq. 
D. McBride. | en a > 4 Newark, N.J., Nov. d2. 1956. ais DATED: November 15. 1968. Attorney pe Platatife ; So 
j Ma NEIL G a eriff. . GRA) s ( roa tr SE 
Both the competition and the | Gene R. riano an ay Nathan H. Berger, Attorney. Clerk of Superior Court | Newark 2, New Jersey oof ney: 
luncheon were sponsored by the | Horuvitz. L.J.-Nov. 22, 29, Dee. 6, 13 $37.17 | 1..J.—Nov. 22, 29, Dee. 6, 13 $68.67 L.J.—Nov. 22, 29, Dec. 6, 13 si Bey, Park 








s@ 466 


— 


9N. J. L. J. Index Page 467 


LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 





LEGAL NOTICES 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1956 


LEGAL NOTICES 


Page Eleven 





LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
EKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ae arto OF DISSOLUTION 
ail to whom these presents may come, To ees: whom these presents may come, 
eeting Greetin. 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


WHEREAS, by duly authenticated record of the proce 


t appears to my satisfaction, 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
TMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


| by duly authenticated record of the pr 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

M AND R HOLDING CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


| office is situated at No. 29 Spring Street, in 
the Town of We Orange, County ef Essex, 
State of New y (David Bobker, be- 
ing the agent and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom nay be served), has 


: Sa i cee ‘dissolution a recred for the voluntary Dissolution thereof } 
vthe ‘onenineia consent of ail the eteck > consent of two-thirds of the members 
rs, deposited in my office that 2 ee " " o -_ 
ae BR eg: » sae CHANGE OF THE ORANGES 
64 eT a of this State, has complied 
re eres P . : a : requireme of Title 15,/| 
Ssung ghey ane = ~~, vase peeiee 1 Associations Not for Profit, 
4 rr of Newark, ie of Essex, ; ee y eS be 
: eaitg (P hil lohotiand e iss ertificate of Dissolution. 
t a ae aR, Cand, | NOW I, EDWARD J. PAT. 
i ha,| LEN, Secretary of State of State of 
2 14. . 2 DO "REBY CERTIFY that 
erg Mess corporation did on the Twenty-/| 
ica of October, A.D. 1956 file in my 
rd 1s executed and attested consent 
ang F retary of |: t ition of said oir 
' th -cret « m ont an 
M af of the State of New Jersey, Do Boreby p s ef ay pig Bigg 
‘op Be 4 that the said corporation did, on t office as provided by law. 
eee aoe : TIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
am 7A » Set my hand and 
Sow riti x 1 Seal at Trenton, 
a “us i ae : thi rth day of October, 
ignen@ go hic aid consent and A.D. 195€ 
t wig ae mcg yon ye EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
; 8al 0 ” Ss pro et y Secretu of State. 
3 IN TESTIMONY WH J v a. 22 $23.31 
‘a y hand _ ——$_— A weesininaenaieial 
ies 3 Dated: November 8, 1956 
5 ve s OF ALTON A. HORNE, deceased. 
= re = I lant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
: = ss ied I . JR., Surrogate of the County of 
iW re 5. bart EN ssex, this day made, on the application of 
ee 15) slg 99 i ss e901 RO indersi d, Executor of said deceased, 
iichaias a dian Pia = € 1 y given to the creditors of 
ssa ga — — eased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
— or affirmation, their claims and 
. t the estate of said deceased, 
; is aths from this date, or they 
- forever barred — prosecuting or 
: of r the same a st the subscriber. 
id Ane, ASIL J. “BRYANT 
DWYER, Attorney 
Avenue 
22, 29, Dec. 6, 13 
Dated: Oetober 17, 1956 


BURDETTE BROWN, de- 





the order of ADRIAN M 
Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the application of 
Executrix of said deceased, 
ereby given to the creditors of 
to exhibit to the subscriber 
affirmation, their claims and 









a ud that in the 





t the estate of said deceased, 
urviving Trust months from this date, or they 
e id olumbus ¥ barred from prosecuting or 


same against the subscriber 
ALMA BOUTOT 
2253 Stecher Avenue 

















































to the L.J Oct. 25 5, 2% 
B to Ralph p] 
a Newark, y prsey. Dated: October 17, 1956 
2} Columbus oT st Comp ESTATE OF EDWARD JOHNSON, deceased. | 
] by its majority surviv Tr es Pursuant t the order of ADRIAN M. 
T 02 in Aquidati on. OLEY, JR Surrogate of the County of 
N her Bb lat November 9, 1956. »x, this day made, on the application of 
ined J.—Nov. 15, 22, 29, Dec. 6 $26.46 undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
wT a Sarees SEE ae jeceased, to exhibit to the subscribers. 
pe be NEW Paes nder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
$21.69 JEPARTMENT OF STAT jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION within six months from this date, or they 
all whom these presents may come, 1 be forever barred from prosecuting or 
Y Greeting: — recovering the same against the subscribers. 
E WHEREAS, it appears to my satisfac- °THEL JOHNSON McCLURE 
TION n, by duly authenticated record of the tha. JOHNSON WENTE 
yay come,@mooccedings for the voluntary Dissolution! \..KEOWN & HARTH, Attorneys 
ereof by the consent of all the members 60 Park Place p 
_present, that LOUIS GERTWAGEN | Newark 2, N. 
. @ corporation of this State, has 5 Jo 5 2 
plied with all the requirements of Title C J —Oet! me ee 
Corporations and Associations Not for Dated: November 7, 1956 
m revised Statutes of 1937, pre inary ESTATE OF LENORE KENNEDY, deceased. 
issuing of this Certificate of Disso- Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
sass = : FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
THEREFORE J, EDWARD J.| Essex. this day made. on the application of 
Secretary of State of the State’ tne undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
w Jersey, DO HEREBY CERTIFY | notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
e said corporation did on the | gecased, to exhibit to the subscriber under 
‘second day of October, A. D. 1956) cath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
my office a duly executed and at-| avainst the estate of said deceased, within 
consent in writing to the dissolutior | <j; months from this date, or they will be 
corporation, which said consent and ever barred from presecuting or recovering 
€ oe of the aera aforesaid are same against the subscriber 
i § < Cc provide 
le in my said office as provided FRANK J. MURRAY 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} MCRRAY & MURRAY, Attorneys 
have hereunto set my hand and So Jay Street 
affixed my Official Seal at Trenton, (range, N 
this Twenty-second day of October, LJ Nov. 15, 22, 29, De 6 3 





A. D. 1956. 


EDWARD J. 









































































PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. OF NEW JER 
Nov. i, & 15, 22 $24.57 
To presents may come 
‘OTICE OF APPLIC yee FOR ; , 
CHANGE OF NAMES y a 
NOTICE that the undersigned wil Bet : 
S to the Essex ( ty Court, Cou irt vag animous co 
$21. Newark, New Jersey, on De scember| holders. deposited in y office that 
—_— 6, at 2 o'clock in the pgp dee for TEM CORPORATION 
ent authorizing them to assu the f this State whose | primes 
of JOSEPH R. POND, BARBARA F f No. 60 Pa Pl 
ceo CYNTHIA JANE POND and JAMES, in vark, County of ioees, 
I Ne IN POND, respectively State y (Max N Albach, 
ay com H R. PONDISH oak BARBARA F. ¢ g and in charge thereof 
ISH, i spb ially and as natural may be served). has 
ans of CYNTHIA JANE PONDISH req ents of Title 14 
md JAMES wan PONDISH, infants. Seneral of Revised Statutes 
tn L. Brokaw, Attorney yy Y at to the issuing 
) Ne A is » of Disso ’ 
pmerdon | —? : FORE, I, the Secretary of 
NC oad ersey ‘alae : f New Jersey. Do Hereby 
. Nov. 8, 15, 22, 29 $13.23 peng cee ee sey. megs 
- , fy that the said corporation did, en the 
wa ie day of November, 1956, file in|} 
Dated: October 16, 1956| my office a duly executed and attested con- 
TE OF THEODORE W. DUTCHER, | <«nt in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
ed. t i executed by all the stockholders 
fe to the order of ADRIAN M. ch said consent and the record | 
" r ‘ Surrogate of the County of Rrgecreens | bs Tat pclae 
y this day made, on the g#pplication of ra 
“¢ undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, IN Te STIMONY ” WHEREOR. P. 
Htce is hereby given to the creditors of fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
d deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers this Ninth day of November. 
oath or affirmation, their claims and Sea A.D one thousand nine hundred 
S against the estate of said deceased, and fifty-six. 
fi six months from this date, or they EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ic forever -barred from prosect g or Secretary of State. 
said ring the same against the subscribers. / Nov. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
eknolde ELEANOR 8S. DOUGLAS 


HELEN M. GROSS 
ETHEL M. McCLINCHIE 
KAPP, Attorney 

“> Avenue 


TAKE NOTICE that application shall be 
made by Linda D'Alessio and Alan D’Alessio 
r heir mother Ann D'Alessio, to the Essex 
Court, 
on the 28th day of November, 1956, 
‘clock in the afternoon, for a judgment 









Oct.'25, Nov. 1, 8, 15, 22 



























. a z ae petce ee it ing the plaintiffs, Linda D'Alessio 
UNION COUNTY COURT and Alan D’Alessio, to assume the names 
DOCKET NO f Linda Dell and Alan Dell, respectively. 
he Matter of ) LINDA D'ALESSIO 
. ‘he Application of Mihran ) ALAN D’ALESSIO 
$21.” ésjoian and Lola Theresa ) ANN D'ALESSIO 
——— anjoin and Martin Ganjoin, ) us _| Charles Kanter, Attorney 
infant, by his parents ) NOTICE 1960 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. 
FOR ural Guardians, for ) L.J—Nov. 1. & 2. $10.71 
to assume the names of ) 3 
Ganjoin, Lola Theresa ) 
n and Martin Ganjoin, ) TO. WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 


tice is hereby given that we shall apply 
Essex County Court, at the Court 


at Newark, New Jersey, on the 28th 








undersi 
Court, 


the 
County 


‘that 
Union 











Leralnng New Jersey, on Dex of November, 1956, at 2 o'clock in the 
at 9:30 A.M. for judgm Tne on for an Order to authorize Peter 
he names of Martin Ganjoin og another name, to wit: 
Ganjoin and Martin Ganjoin, 
‘Stell a Metivier as natural 


Mihran Ganjoian 
Lola Theresa ae 
Martin Ganjoin, Jr. 
CALLAGHAN AND 
¥s for Plaintiffs 


guardian of Peter Zack and 
Peter Zack also known as 
Peter Metivier, 15 Grafton 
Avenue, Newark, N. J 





KOENIG 





SE 







911.978 k Place Dated: October 19, 1956 
j k2 NJ. Nathan D. Weiss, Attorney } 
~—Nov. 22, 29, Dec. 6, 13 $18.27 I..J.—Nov. 1, 8, 15, 22 $11.34 





Court House, Newark, New| 





complied with the ‘requi rements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 
ot this Certiticate of Dissolution. 
NUW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 







Certify that the s rporation did, on the 
Fifth day of 1956, file in my 
ottice a duly attested consent 
in writing to tion of said cor- 
poration, execut a the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
t the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





said office as provided by 


nh my law. 
WHEREOF, 


IN TESTIMONY I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed ms official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fifth lay November, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-six. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
secretary State 
L.J Nov. 8, 15, 22 aca 60 
Dated: October 31, 1956 
| TILLMES, de- 


of ADRIAN M. 


the County of 






of 

















’ a 

this day on the application of 
the undersigned, itrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby to the creditors of 
said deceased, bit to the subscriber 
inder oath n, their claims and 
demands agai ate of said deceased, 
within six mou this aate, or tney 
will be forever b from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

LYDIA M. TILLMES 

IRVING E. KOSKY, Attorney 
519 Springtield Avenue 
Newark, N. J 
L.J.—Nov. 8, 15, Dec. 6 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 











by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings fur the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

NEW CRITERION CONSTRUCTION CO. 
a corporation of th whose principal 





State, 





office is situated at 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State f New Jersey (Nathan Turesky, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procsss may be served), has 
cemplied with the requirements of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey, 
of this Certilicate o 
NOW, THEREFOR 
State of the State 
Certify that the sai 


iminary to the issuing 
Dissolution. 

, 1, the Secretary of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby 
orporation did, on the 








of 









First day of Nov 1956, file in my 
office a duly exec and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by al! the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this First day of November, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Nov. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW et 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 











by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous -nt of all the stock- 
holders, deposited my ffice that 

ACRI SOIL COMPANY 


a corporation of t State, whose principal 














office is situated at No. 605 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New J (John S&S. Foster, 
being the agent there and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
~omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
orporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
— New Jersey, pre ary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Secretary of 


New 


State of 


the State Jersey Do Hereby 
































Revised Statutes | 





rporation did, on the | 


r “ file in my 
and attested consent 
jiss ian of said cor- 
by all the stockholders 
pnsent and the record 

f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
n my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTI MONY WHEREOF, I 
have hand and af- 
fixed al, at Trenton, 
this of November, 
Seal) A.D ne thousand nine hundred 
PATTEN, 
State. 
ad $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom thease presente may come 

Greeving : 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
xy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the volunt jissolution thereof 
by the unanimous t of all the stock- 
holders, deposited m fice, that 

BRICK CHURCH MOTOR PARK 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at N 25 Main Street, in 
the City of E Ora County of Essex, 
State of Nev Stanley L. Gedney, Jr., 
being the agent ther n charge thereof, 
npon whom process be served), has 
complied with the r ments of Title 14. 
‘orporations, Gene _ Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, to the issuing 
of this Certificate tion 











NOW, THEREFORE, ! he Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
“ertify that the said mn did, on the 
Second day of N ‘ 56, file in my 
fice a duly exe nd ‘attested consent 

writing to the t of said cor- 
oration, executed stockholdere 
thereof, which said the record | 

f the proceedings af now on file | 

my said office as provided by law 





Dated: October 22, 1956 
LILLIAN M. RUFFIN, 


ESTATE OF de- 
ceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JK., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 


the pay orm Executor of said deceased, 
notice is Nereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the sme against the subscriber. 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 





JAMES E. ABRAMS, Attorney 
189 Halsey Street 
Newark, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 
Dated: November 5, 1956 
ESTATE OF ELIZABETH H. JENNINGS, 


deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 


undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
ELIZABETH A. O'UORMAN 
STRYKER, TAMS & HORNER, 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 15, 


the 
notice 


1s 


29, Dee. 6, 13 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
TO: 

JOSIAH JAMES, MOSES HAYES, 
JOSEPH R. PLUM, HUGH MC- 
DOUGAL, DAVID PLUM, CALEB 
WARD, EPHRAIM HINDSDALE, 
JOHN PARKHURST, JOHN C. 
BURNET, MOSES FATOUT, CY- 
RENUS BEACH, CALEB 
WIN, STEPHEN HEDDEN, 
ODORUS JOHNSTON, JOSEPH 
BALDWIN, JAMES HEDDEN, 
ROBERT CANFIELD, STE- 
JOPHIAH HARRI- 
OBEDIAH WOODRUFF, JO- 
SAYRES, DAVID GOBLE, 
WILLIAM PICK- 
LUM, 
MEAD, 
RHODA DULAGER 
TOURILE Y, LOU 
MAHITABLE CRANE, 
WHITAKER, DAVID 
DAYTON PRICE, MAG- 
DALENE DAVIS, FREDERICK N. 
SMITH, JNO. C. CRANE, and AMOS 
DAY, and their and each of their 
heirs, devisees and personal repre- 
sentatives, and their or any of 
their successors in right, title or 
interest; and THE UNKNOWN 
OWNER OR OWNERS, his or their 
heirs, devisees and personal repre- 
sentatives, and his, their or any of 
their successors in right, title and 
interest, 


BALD- 
THE- 
=. 


B. 


PHEN WARD, 
SON, 
SE PH 
aa 






ER 





tiny 
MATIL DA 

CANFIELD, 
ELISHA 
ALLING, 





ond 
© 








Defendants. 

You are hereby summoned and required to 
serve upon Riker, Emery & Danzig, 
tiff’s attorneys, whose 
Street, Newark 2, New Jersey, an answer 
to the Complaint filed in a civil action, in 
which the Trustees of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Newark, a corporation of New 
Jersey is plaintiff, and Josiah James, et als, 
are defendants pending in the Superior Court 
of New Jersey within 35 days after No- 
vember 29th, exclusive of such date. If you 
fail to do so, judgment by default may be 
rendered against you for the relief demanded 
in the compiaint. You shall file your answer 
and proof of service 
Clerk of the Superior Court, State House 
Annex, Trenton, New Jersey, in accordance 
with the rules of civil practice and procedure. 

This action has been instituted to quiet 
title of the Trustees of the First Presby- 
terian Church in Newark to real estate con- 
sisting of the lands occupied as a cemetery 
immediately adjacent to and in the rear of| 
the church building and yard of the plaintiff | 
at No. 820 Broad Street, in the City of | 
Newark, Essex County, New Jersey. You 
are made defendants because you 
are claimed to own the same or sogae part 
thereof or interest therein, or to hold a lien | 
or encumbrance thereon. 
Dated: October 30, 1956. 

Merk of the ~ aie Court. 
GRANT SCOTT 
15, 22, 29 


I. 


Nov. 8, $50.40 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, 


To 


It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
hoiders, deposited in my office that 


INCORPORATED 
State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
in the City f Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Alexander C. Dehnel, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with i 
Corporations, General, of Revised 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


PREAKNESS 
a corporation of this 


oO 


Second day of November, 1956, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested con- 


sent in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


office as_ provided 
TE STIMONY 

have hereto set my 
tixed my official seal. 
this Second day of 
A.D.. one thousand nine 


and fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretaru of State. 

29 


Nov. 15, 22, 


in my said by law. 
IN WHEREOF, I 
at Trenton. 


(Seal) hundred 


$21.60 


TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, at the 
Court House, in the City of Newark, County 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, on the 
5th day of December, 1956 at 2:00 p.m., 
for a Judgment authorizing them to assum 
the names of 
LORETTA ZEIDNER, respectively. 

Morris Zeidner 
Yetta Zeidner 








Zucker & Goldberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 





| 24 Branford Place 

| Newark 2, New Jersey 

L.J.—Nov. 8. 15, 22, 29 $10.71 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Take notice that the undersigned will 
make application to *he Essex County Court 
at the Court House in Newark, N. J. on 
December 12, 1956 at 2 P.M. for a judgment 
to assume the names of Nathaniel Harry 
Phillips, Rose Ida Phillips, Stuart Ira 
Vhillips and Frances Joy Phillips. 

(Signed) Nathaniel Harry Phenes, Rose 
Ida Phenes, individually and as natural 
guardians of Stuart Ira Phenes and Frances 
Joy Phenes. 

Louis L. Schulman, Attorney 
58 Aldine St., Newark, } 
L.J.-Nov. 15, 22, 29 & Dec. 5 $10.71 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | 
this Second y of November, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine bundred and 
fifty-six. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—Nov. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





in duplicate with the) 








: October 30, 1956 

ESTATE OF ROSE BLUME, decea 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 

the undersigned, Executors of said deceas 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six mouths from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 

RUTH MELON 








HARRY BLUME 
ABE JACKLEN, Attorney 
| 24 Commerce Street 
| Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 8, 15, 22, 29, Dee. 6 
STATE OF NEW JE RSE Y 
DEP ARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 





| office 


Attorneys | 


| of 


DAVID | 
ICHA- | 


| 


| 


Plain- | 
address is 744 Broad | 


| parallel 


| along 


| 


claim or) 


| 
| 


the requirements of Title 14. | 
Statutes ! 


hand and af-| 


la corporation of this State, 


WHE RE As. It appears to my satisfaction. 
authenticated record of the proceed- 
the voluntary dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
deposited in my office that 
CLINTON AVENUE CORP. 
whose principa! 
744 Broad Street, 


by 
ings 
by the 
iolders 

275 


is situated at No. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Laurence N. Rosenbaum, 
being the agent therein and in charge 
upon whom process may ye «=O Berved), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of November 1956, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


if 

















in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said offi as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fifth day of November, A.D., 
(Seal) one iain nine hundred and 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN 
DeCse ese of State 
L.J Nov. 8, 22 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-78 
| SUPERIOR COURT Ok NEW JERSEY, 


CHANCERY DIVISION, E <X COUNTY 
Docket No. F 16 
Sarton Savings 
New Jersey 
Moore, 
For 


Loan Asso- 
Plaintiff, 
Defendants. 

Mortgaged 


and 
corporation, 


setween 
ciation, a 
and Duke 
EXECUTION, 


Pre ‘mises. 


als., 
of 


et 
Sale 





of 


writ of 
shall ex- 
in Room 
Newark, 


above stated 
to me directed, I 
pose for Sale by Public Vendue, 
B-16, at the COURT HOUSE, in 
on Tuesday, the 4th day of December, next, 
at 1:30 P. M. (Prevailing Time), all that 
certain tract or parcel of land and _ premi- 
he reinafter particularly described, situ- 
ate, lying and being in the City of Newark, 
Essex make, New Jersey. 
BEGINNING in the westerly 
South Ninth Street at a_ point 
distant 200 feet southerly from 
southerly line of Eleventh Avenue; thence 
running westerly at right angles to South 
Ninth Street 100 feet; thence southerly 
with South Ninth Street 25 feet; 
easterly at right angles to South 
Street 100 feet to the westerly line 
of South Ninth Street; thence northerly 
the same 25 feet to the place of 
BEGINNING. 

3eing commonly known as No. 163 South 
Ninth Street, Newark New Jersey. 
The approximate amount of the 
ment to be satisfied by said sale is the 
of Sixteen Thousand, even Hundred 
y-eight Doliars and Sixty-eight Cents 
.68), together with the costs of 


J., Oct. 29, 1956. 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
Nathan H. Berger, Atterney. 
22, 29 $31.50 


¥y irtue the 
EX Et UTION, 


3¢8 


line of 
therein 
the 


thence 
Ninth 


Judg- 





sum 





N 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 

Greetin 
WHEREAS, 


To 


It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record cf the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous congent of all the stock- 
pnetess: deposited in my office that 

ii PUBLISHING CO. 





a corporation of this State whose principal 








office is situated at No. 224 Market Street, 
| in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Jerome Sarnoff, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Titie 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of November, 1956, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cer- 
poration, executed by i the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on file 
in soy said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Fifth day of November, 
(Seal) A.I) one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-six. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary af State. 
LJ Nov. 8, 15, 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


November, | 


| in 


MURRAY ZEIDNER and! 


| 
| 


CERTIFICATE OF UISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetina 
WHEREAS 
duly anthen 
ngs for the 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
ticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the nnanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
THE COLONY CORP. 

corporation of this State, whose principal 
ce lated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
the City Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Lawrence L. Lasser, 
being the agent therein ard in charge thereof, 


by 


0 is 











|} upon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Ninth day of N vember, 1956, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wration. executed by al! the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings afores@id are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fived my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Ninth day of November, 
(Sea!) A.D., one thonsand nine hundred 
and fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary ‘ State. 
LJ Nov. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
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Commercial Law League 
Regional Meeting 





























Services available to attorneys only 





ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent 
U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 














t “hits” with ne 


are ew with 


M ANUTES 


STOCK & TRansr ne 
Levoca 


S15 











Advisor, 1c J. Au 

























































w and old corporations 
exclusive self-filing drawer * 


Bankruptcies 



























The names of the Referees are abbreviated . & T.; solr. Martin A. | 
——— as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; W-Weelans. — Spritze ‘ Fageeeies oe 
The New York Members AsSO- | AXELROD, Israel, Box 216, Rt. #2, Far- WEAVER, Howard S., 192 E Linden Ave., | 
P A > mingdale: vol. : iab. $33,462.85; assets vol ab. $546,944.98; assets 
ciation of the Commercial Law |) yy S00" rere. W.L. & IT. soir. Bernard & T.; solr. Edward | 
League of America will hold its vi cI ate ee irae eae ‘Abraham J., ind. & t/a Sub- 
36th Annual Regional Meeting, "rete, Wie & Tt soir! | urban Footwear, 28 Ridge Rd., No, $4,968 
z vo lab. 3 << ob ssets Jv 
Dinner and Dance on December Nard. 689 Main Ave. Passaic:| ‘eft. W.L. & T.; solr. Harold Breslow 
2nd and 3rd at the Hotel Com- $11,952.47; assets 8500; refr Ai-49 
modore, in New York City. ine. as Ges a 
The meeting will commence = iab ee hg 25 Attorneys Admitted | 
with a cocktail party at 4 P.M.) ters Keun Before Supreme Court 
on December 2nd and conclude KONSI Pa eet gee ae oF rea —— 
with a banquet at 7 P.M. on De- assets $17 cfr. & gle Gatete 25 New Jersey Attorneys were 
eas A irzenbaum ; +] i+ »tj 
cember 3rd. In addition to com- | otis KUKTZ Inc., 5-10 Comelia St., New-| 2dmitted to practice before the | 
mittee and council meetings irk; vo $15,583.03 ; assets not Supreme Court of the United 
there will be a panel discussion States on November 19th, under | 
entitled: “A Suggested Solution: Bot te aatty su ize, the sponsorship of Aristo Dalla- 
Assessment of Collection Charg- lr, Herman W. Kurtz;| Valle. This was the sixth group 
es and Fees Upon the Defaulting MLK Company, The, 34 Loretta 8 sponsored by Mr. Dallavalle. 
Party”. Aatick iia ig yrs ih even Those admitted were: 
. ~ @ soir mant 
. . £ itz ee Sam J. Abraham 
Guests of Honor at the oom MOR IN, Philip J 5 Hickory St., Cranford; William Oo Barnes Jr 
cluding Banquet will be the Hon. iL: liab. $40,273.30; assets $400; reff. ae . Bi wr: 
Max Winograd, president of the w L. & T.; solr. Kleinberg, M. & 3 David J. Breitkopf 
Commercial Law League and) kborNcy Carton Co. Inc., 300 Midlana| Don A. Cetrulo 
Curtis W. Post, secretary of the) oy, ee Spek) ot eed Wt. ire | Thomas E. Fitzgerald 
League. . n& R.; 11-8 Emanuel Gersten 
peere John R a Ritter Elevator Co., Daniel F. Gilmore 
son St S. Amboy 7, ] . ¥ 
NORMAN N. POPPER peated ny pe = Bertram J. Glassner 
wr am ’ onda ; . 
Daniel, t/a Teler Joseph H. Indick 
REGISTERED PATENT ned New peo Hag ‘| Richard B. Magner 
ATTORNEY i alph Kaplan; 11-13. Rocco A. Marucci 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. |) > i LMAN, Philip BAL i Louis Ort 
Mitchell 2-1406 T Alvin M. Panzer 





Seymour Rosenbloom 
Maurice Rosenstein 


Winchester 
li $8,560.89 ; 
2.% BOLE. 





Isaac Tae 
a ted W. Eugene San Filippo 
tk: vole: Hab. $11,.| Henry Sant’Ambrogio 
refr. W.L. & T.; | Irwin J. Silverlight 
le; 11-9. . 
t/a ‘Towne Restaurant, | George A. Vaccaro 
es omaprosk;, Yel; | Louis J. Venesio 
Ravin & R.; 11-8, Anton A. Vit, Jr. 






Walter S. Weiss 
Steven Wise 

Irving P. Young and 
Anthony M. Zoppi 


ence with the Hon. Mr. Justice | 
William J. Brennan, Jr. | 

Charles H. Hoens, Jr. 
Jerome D. Schwitzer were also 
admitted to practice before the 
court. They were introduced by 
J. Lee Rankin, U. S. Solicitor 
General. 


and | 





LEGAL NOTICES 


“STATE OF NEW aa 4 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION 
To all ad whom these presents may come, 
Greeti 
Ww HERE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 








nes for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of "° hy stock- 
wlders, deposited in my office 
LINCOLN VIEW CONSTRECTION 
COMPANY 


whose principal 
B oulevard, 
nty of 
ne ‘rsey (Frank 
ie agent therein and in 
1 whom process may be 
with the Tequ irements 
ns, General Revised 
relim inary to the 
suing ate Dissoiution 
NOW "THE RE FORE. I, the Secretary of 
‘tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
fy t! rat bag said corpo ration did, on the 
November 1956, ir 
ted and attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
on, by the stockholders 
_ which said consent and the record 
roceedings aforesaid are inow on file 


4 corporation of —_ Btate: 
flice I 





he Cou 











e of 


a du z execu 


hereof 
f the 











n my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
: fixed my Shs sea at Trenton. 
. = Senha this Nine lay ‘of November, 
RS Sea A D.. e thou sand nine hundred 
: : and ifty six. 
Se EDWARD J. PATTEN 
: Secret ory of State. 

00 Se 1 N Ik 6 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEE ARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFIt ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
it ce presents may come, 





and up 


*reinforced drawer 










. $2.00 additional 


* ane at ee 25 








ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO INCREASE in price | Jim 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE orricé suppty co. 


MARKET 4-5577 


>» 


$02 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 


— 24 Hour Service — 


Service That Only A Manufacturer Can Offer 


>) my satisfaction. 


> estas ak 
ovard, in 

nty of 
NE rank 
d in 


Secre etary ‘of 
Do Hereby 





s Cert « 
SOW “THER SEFORE. I, the 
8 tate of the State of New Jersey, 





‘ fy that the said corporation did, on th 
N enth i Nove er 1956, file 
ffi aly executed one attested consen! 
g to the tion of said cor 









the stockholders 
t and the record 
i : 


sration, exec 
which 
proceedi 

my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed br offic rial seal, at Trenton 
hi ‘ineteenth day of November, 
> tho sand nine hundred 


rant 


n 








PATTEN, 
Secretaru of State. 


22, 29, Dec. 6 $21.60 








Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 











The New Jersey delegation had | 
the pleasure of a private audi- | 
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| CLASSIFIED ; 
ADVERTISING 


| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


WANTE D—OU NG ATTORNEY FOR 





Assignment Order 


SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY 


ORDERED that the temporary | 


















|assignments of Judge John B.| sey City office with talent for br 
= } an legal research. S e@ sa@iar 
Wick to the Hudson County | education, training and experience. 





Court for the week of November | 





| 26, 1956 and for the week of De-| a! law practi ice : bes don union 
cember 3, 1956, excluding De- en Suites ae eee 
| cember 7, 1956; Judge Howard F. —— eae = . 
|Barrett to the Passaic County | “Wavenan seas Thebes) bows: 


9- 





Court for the week of November ; Digby 
26, 1956, excluding November 30, 
1956; Judge Albert S. Larrabee 
to the Bergen County Court for 
the week of November 26, 1956; 
Judge John J. Ewart to the Pas- 
saic County Court for the week 
| of December 3, 1956; Judge Wil- 
|liam P. Tallman to the Bergen 
|County Court for the week of 
| December 3, 1956, excluding De- 








MU ST BE 





READER, 




















|cember 7, 1956; Judge Nelson K. 
| Mintz to the Passaic County : 
|Court for the week of December i 
| 10, 1956, excluding December 14, arty 
1956 and for the week of De- . 4 = 
cember 17, 1956, excluding De- mr Call Crestview 7-200. P 
cember 21, 1956; and Judge) ALLSTATE INSURANCE Co, (2 
| George T. Naame to the Hudson } sountain Ave. Murray gay J Of F 
County Court for the week of (Three Miles from Summi stal 
| December 10, 1956 and for the | AprorNey—acTIVE AND EXPaNping | Mal 
| week of December 17, 1956, ex-| ../4w fmm in ogg on . ae es -}tos 
cluding December 21, 1956, are| cation. experience, and salary desired. bay | Def 
hereby cancelled; ee _____ J mer 
: YOUNG ATTORNEY TO ASSIST Ti 
FURTHER ORDERED that in ity ioner with 1: é 
addition to their regular assign- falr’ a4 ation ‘and subrogation 1 coe in k 
ments the following judges are juired. Box 132 eK — 
temporarily assigned to the Es- EMPLOYMENT WANTED 2 





sex County Court for the periods — 
indicated: 

Judge John B. Wick for the 
week of November 26, 1956 and 
for the week of December 3, 
1956, excluding December 7, 1956; 

Judge Howard F. Barrett for 
the week of November 26, 1956, 
excluding November 30, 1956; 

Judge Albert S. Larrabee for 





LAW 



































the week of November 26, 1956; | ‘\sr.). pend ; of F 
Judge John J. Ewart for the | “ss % He 
week of December 3, 1956; County enfo 
Judge William P. Tallman for F NT ed ri 
the week of December 3, 1956; = scented a4 on ‘inui 
excluding December 7, 1956; FOR LAWYER IN LAwYes'sm@@all, ¢ 
Judge Nelson K. Mintz for the es ot ee ae 
week of December 10, 1956, ex- igl 
|cluding December 14, 1956 and FOR SALE 
for the week of December 17,/ comprere SHORT SET OF 
1956, excluding December 21,| Fault sod Somret i tenenoah! 
| 1956; and 37 Plymouth Rd 
Judge George T. Naame for SED APECO PHOTOCOPY MA 
I ] riced. May be seen at 


the week of December 10, 1956, 








Har 129 Market St., Pat 
and for the week of December x3 " 
17, 1956, excluding December 21,! ion satp. 1 To 200 ATL. 1ST SERIE 
1956. 1 to 110, 2nd series, 25 Globe Ws 





om. Cheap 





/s/ Arthur T. Vanderbilt 















































ar, 102 Ny Main St., Paterson, LAmD " 
C. J. 3-1808 
: ee OFFICE SPACE Ww ANTE D . 
LP) 
Essex Weekly Call LAWYI R WANTS PRIVATE 
Bene Ses ges or i t telephone, sec 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY Ravers 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT) lacditchaieonin — 
‘ I DIVISION 7 
gerne soigaas SERVICES FOR LAWYERS | 0 
WEEKLY CALL 30.1 
The following indictments and HANDWRITING — EXPERT EXAMIN hu 
tise 8 ceed e disputes jocuments. J Howard 
Mark 4 alliv Jr., Ro t 15 Park Row, New York 38, N. Y¥. } ’ cou 
H. 7-8773-8 ord 
; TRANSLATIONS — LEGAL — TECH ie hut 
Comm’ Foret ign Language Puce a 
- Larch Ave., Teaneck, N.J., TE 6 anc 
] TWO YOUNG ABLE ATTORNEYS hut 
= serve papers, make i i ane apr 
ct! re ts. get statements, ete., at reasongs cau 
4 : ws - 
zi one 5 save §~Pov 
+6 i Ss. s M bod 
Ve r r t 3 ° 
1805 W - dict 
not 
the 
clea 










fac yer. 
Clinton 







TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 


PRR ESE 






















TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 


















A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serving New Jersey * Organized 1928 










AGENCIES IN: 












CAMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ MorrisTOwN @ New BruNsWICK 
PATERSON @ RiversiDE @ Toms RIvER 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 














